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Apoſtolic Tradition, Ge. 


IJ is with reluctance I enter again into 
the controverſy about baptiſm; not 
from any conſciouſneſs either of the 
badneſs or weakneſs of the cauſe I am 
engaged in; but partly on account of other work 
upon my hands, which I choſe not to be interrupt- 
ed in; and partly becauſe I think there has been 
enough written already, to bring this controverſy 
to an iſſue; and it is not our fault that it has not 
been cloſed long ago; for there has been ſcarce 
any thing wrote by us theſe fifty years paſt, but in 
our own defence; our Pædobaptiſt brethren being 
continually the aggreſſors, and firſt movers of the 
controverſy : they ſeem as if they were not ſatis- 
fied with what has been done on their fide ; and 
therefore are always attempting either to put the 
controverſy upon a new foot, or to throw the old 
arguments into a new form; and even ſay the 
ſame things over and over again, to make their 
minds, and the minds of their people eaſy, if poſ- 

B ſible, 
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ſible. If perſons are not content to ſearch the 
ſcriptures, and form their judgment of this mat- 
ter by them, there has been enough publiſhed on 
both ſides the queſtion to determine themſelves by ; 
and we are willing things ſhould reſt here : bur 
this is our caſe; if we reply to what is written 
againſt us, then we are litigious perſons, and lovers 
of controverſy ; tho* we only riſe up in our own 
vindication, for which ſurely we are not to be 
blamed; and if we make no reply, then what is 
written is unanſwerable by us, and we are triumph- 
ed over. * > 

No leſs than half a dozen pamphlets have been 
publiſhed upon this, ſubject, within a very little 
time; without any provocation from us, that I 
know of. Some of them indeed are like muſhrooms, 
that riſe up and die almoſt as ſoon as they live; 
it has been the luck of the pamphlet before me, to 
live a little longer ; and which 1s cried up as an 
unanſwerable one; for no other reaſon that I can 
ſee, but becauſe it has not yet been anſwered in 
form; otherwiſe the arguments advanced in it, 
have been anſwered beſore it was in being; for 
there is nothing new throughout the whole of it. 
Is there any one argument in it, but what has been 
brought into the controverſy before? not one. Is 
the date of infant-baptiſm as it appears from the 
writings of the antients, from antiquity, for which 
this performance is moſtly boaſted of, carried one 
year, one month, one day, one hour, or moment 
higher, than it was before? not one. Is there any 
one paſſage of the antients cited, which has not 
been produced and been under conſideration before? 
not one. What then has this Gentleman been do— 
ing? juſt nothing at all. However an anſwer 
would have been made to him before this time, 
had not ſome things in Providence prevented. 


My late worthy friend, the Reverend Mr. Samuel 
| Wilfon, 
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Wilſon, intended to have drawn up one, as he ſig- 
nified to me; for which reaſon, I did not give 
myſelf the trouble to read this pamphlet : His view 
was firſt to publiſh his Manual, and then to take this 
under conſideration ; but he dying before the pub- 
lication of the former, prevented his deſign; nor 
did he, as I could ever find, leave any materials 
behind him relating to this affair. Some time af- 
ter, Mr. Killingworth publiſhed an anſwer to Dr. 
Faſter on the ſubject of Communion, and added 
ſome remarks upon this pamphlet ; when I or- 
dered my Bookſeller to get me that, and the 
ſtrictures on it; upon reading of which, I found 
that Mr. Kilingworth expected a formal anſwer to 
it was preparing, and would be publiſhed by a 
Gentleman, he repreſents as the occaſion of its be- 
ing written; which for ſome time I have been 
waiting for ; but hearing nothing of it, and the 
boaſts of the party increaſing, becauſe of no 
anſwer, determined me to take it under exami- 
nation in the manner I have done: but whether 
after all I am not too forward, I cannot tell; but 
if any thing is preparing or prepared by another 
hand, I hope what I have written will not hinder 
the publication of it | : 
Infant-baptiſm is ſometimes put upon one foot- 
ing, and ſometimes on another; as on the cove- 
nant of grace; on circumciſion ; on the baptiſm 
of Jewiſh proſelytes; on ſcripture- conſequences; 
and by our author it is reſted on apoſtolic tradi- 
lion. This he ſays is an argument of great weight *; 
and that it is principally for the fake of this, that 
his performance appears in the world“; for 
which reaſon, I ſhall chiefly attend unto it. 
Whatever weight this argument may be thought 
to have in the preſent controverſy, 1t has none in 
others; not in the controverſy with the Papiſts, 
| BS it nor 
a Reaſonable ſervice, p. 30. d Preface, p. 5. 
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nor with the church of England about rites and 
ceremonies, this Gentleman himſelf being judge; 
who I underſtand is the author of The diſſenting 
gentleman s anſwer to Mr. White's three letters. 
In his controverſy with him, Chriſt is the only 
lawgiver and head of the church, and no man up- 
on earth, or body of men, have authority to make 
laws, or preſcribe things in religion, or to ſet aſide, 
alter or new make any terms fixed by him ; and 
apoſtolical authority or what is directed to by the 
apoſtles as fallible and unaſſiſted men, is no au- 
thority at all, nor obligatory as a law on men, 
they having no dominion over their faith and 

ractice; and the ſcriptures are the only, common, 
ſufficient and perfect rule; but in the controverſy 
about infant-baptiſm, apoſtolic tradition is of great 
weight : if the Uiſpute is about ſponſors and the 
croſs in baptiſm, then fathers and councils ſtand 
for nothing ; and the teſtimonies of the antients 
for theſe things, tho* clear and indubitable, and 
about the ſenſe of which there is no conteſt, 
and are of as early antiquity as any thing can be 
produced for infant-baptiſm, are not allowed fuf- 
ficient z but if it is about infant-bapriſm itſelf, then 
fathers and councils are called in, and their teſti- 
monies produced, inſiſted upon, and retained, tho? 
they have not one ſyllable of baptiſm in them ; 
and have ſenſes affixed to them, ſtrained and 
forced, contrived to ſerve an hypotheſis, and what 
the good old fathers never dreamed of ; is this 
fair dealing? can this be ſaid to be fincerity, in- 
tegrity and honeſty ? no ſurely. This Gentleman 
ſhould know that we who are called Anabapliſts 
are Proteſtants, and the Bible is our religion ; and 
that we reject all pretended apoſtolic tradition, 
and every thing that goes under that name, not 
found in the Bible, as the rule of our faith and 


Practice, | 
| 7 VV 
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- The title of the pamplet before me is, The hap- 
tiſm of infants a reaſonabie ſervice, founded upon 
ſeripture, and undoubted apoſtolic tradition; but if. 
it is founded upon ſcripture, then not upon tradi- 
tion; and if upon tradition, then not on ſcrip- 
ture; if it is a ſcriptural buſineſs, then not a tra- 
ditional one; and. if a traditional one, then not a 
ſcriptural one; if it can be proved by ſcrip- 
ture, that's enough ; it has then no need of tradi- 
tion; but if it can't be proved by that, a cart-load 
of traditions will not ſupport it : this puts me in 
mind of what I have heard, of a countryman 
offering to give the judge a dozen reaſons why his 
neighbour could not appear in court; in the firſt 
place, my lord, ſays he, he is dead; that's enough 
guoth the judge, I ſhall ſpare you the trouble of 
giving me the reſt: ſo prove but infant-baptiſm 
by ſcripture, and there will be no need of the 
weighty argument from tradition. However, 
by putting the caſe as it is, we learn that this au- 
thor by apoſtolic tradition, means unwritten a 
ſolic tradition, ſince he diſtinguiſhes it from the 
ſcripture ; and not apoſtolic tradition delivered in 
the ſcriptures, which is the ſenſe in which ſome- 
times tradition is uſed both in the word of God e, 
and in antient writers“. So we are not at a loſs 
about the ſenſe of it; it is «unwritten, uninſpired 
apoſtolic tradition; tradition not in, but out of the 
ſcriptures; not delivered by the apoſtles in the ſa- 
cted writings, but by word of mouth to their ſuc- 
ceſlors, or to the churches. 

It is pretty much that infant-baptiſm ſhould 
be called an undoubted apoſtolic tradition, ſince 
it has been doubted of by ſome learned Pædobap- 
tiſts themſelves ; nay, ſome have affirmed that it 
is not obſerved by them as an apoſtolic tradition, 

Arti- 

. 2 Theſſ. ii. 15. 4 Dl: ady. 


Hzref. I. 3. c. 4. Cyprian. Ep. 63. ad. Cæcilium. p. 146. 
Athanaſ. ad Adelph. p. 333. : 
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particularly Curcell.eus*, and who gives a very 
good reaſon for it: his words are theſe; „ pædo- 
« baptiſm was unknown in the /wo firſt ages after 
« Chriſt; in the /hird and fourth it was approved 
* by a few; at length, in the ffth and following 
ages it began to obtain in divers places; and 
therefore this rite is indeed obſerved by us as 
« an antient cuſtom, but not, as an apoſtolic tradi- 
«© tion.” Biſhop Taylor calls it a pretended apo- 
ſtolical tradition; and ſays, that the tradition can- 
not be proved to be apoſtolical, we have very 
good evidence from antiquity. Since then the 
Pædobaptiſts diſagree about this point among 
themſelves, as well as it is called in queſtion and 
conteſted by others; one would think, this writer 
ſhould not be ſo confident as to call it an undoubted 
apoſtolic tradition. 

Beſides, apoſtolic tradition at moſt and beſt, is 
a very precarious and uncertain thing, and not to 
be depended on ; we have a famous inſtance of 
this, in the controverſy that aroſe in the ſecond 
century, about the time of keeping Eaſter; whe- 
ther it ſhould be obſerved on the 14th day of the 
firſt moon, let it fall on what day of the week it 
would, or on the Sunday following ; the former - 
was obſerved by the churches of 4/a, and the 
latter by the church of Rome ; both pleaded the 


cuſtom and uſage of their predeceſſors, and even 


- antient apoſtolic tradition ?; the Afatic churches 


{aid they had it by tradition from Philip and Fobn 
the Roman church from Peter and Paul; but not 
being able to ſettle . which was in the 
right, Vigor, the then biſhop of Rome, excom- 
municated the other churches that would not fall 
in with the practice of him, and his church; this 


£2 Foe: 6: was 
* Inftitat. Rel. Chnift. I. 1. c. 12. 4. 4. p. 25. f Of 
the liberty of propheſving, 1 320, 321. Kd. zd. Euſeb. 


Bec]. Hiſt, I. 5. c. £3, 24, 25. Socrat. Eccl, Hiſt, I. 5. 
c. 22. p. 285. 
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was in the year 196; and even before this, in the 
year 157, this ſame controverſy was on foot; and 
Polycarp biſhop of Smyrna, who had been a hearet 
and diſciple of the apoſtle John, made a journey 
to Rome, and converſed with Anicetus biſhop of 
that place, about this matter; they talked it over 
candidly, parted friendly, but without convincing 
each other, both retaining their former cuſtoms 
and tradition®: if now it was ſo difficult a thing 
to fix a tradition, or ſettle what was an apoſtolic 
tradition, about the middle of the /econd century, 
fifty or ſixty years after the death of the apoſtle 
Jobn, and when ſome of the immediate ſucceſſors 
of the apoſtles were living; what judgment can 
we form of apoſtolic traditions. in the erghtzeenth 
century ? | 

Moreover, it is doubtful whether there ever was 
any ſuch thing as apoſtolic tradition; or that ever 
any thing was delivered by the apoſtles to their 
ſucceſſors, or to the churches, to be obſerved by 
them, which are not delivered in the ſacred wri- 
tings; and I defy this Gentleman, and demand of 
him to give me one ſingle inſtance of any apoſtolic 
tradition of this nature; and if no ſuch inſtance 
can be given, it is in vain to talk of andoubted 
apoſtolic tradition; and upon what a miſerable foun- 
dation muſt infant-baptiſm ſtand, that reſts upon 
this? unwritten apoſtolic tradition is a non-entity, 
as the learned Alting calls it; it is a mere chi- 
mæra; a refuge of hereticks formerly, and of 
papiſts now; à favourite argument of theirs, to 
prove by it what they pleaſe. | 

But be it ſo, that there is ſuch a thing as apo- 
folic tradition; let it be proved that infant-bap- 
tiſm is ſuch; let the apoſtles be pointed out that 


delivered it, Were they all the apoſtles or only 
| ſome 


w Euſeb. Ib. 1. 4. c. 14. See Bower's Hiſtory of Popes, 
Yol. I. p. 27, 37- Loc. Commun, p. 287. 
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(10) 
ſome of them that delivered it? let them be named 
who they were, and to whom they delivered it, 
and when, and where. The apoſtles Peter and 
Paul, who were, the one the apoſtle of the circum- 
ciſion, and the other the apoſtle of the uncircum- 
ciſion, one would think, ſhould be the moſt like- 
ly to hand down this tradition; the one to the 
chriſtian Jes, and the other to the chriſtian Gen- 
tiles; or however, to their ſucceſſors or compa- 
nions : but is there any proof or evidence that they 
did ſo? none at all; tho' there are writings of 
perſons extant that lived in their times. If Clemens 
Romanus was a ſucceſſor of Peter, as the Papiſts 
ſay, it might have been expected, that it would 
have been delivered to him, and he would have 
publiſhed it; but there is not a word of it in his 
epiſtles ſtill in being. Barnabas was a companion 
of the apoſtle Pay! ; and had it been a tradition of 
his, it might be juſtly thought, it would be mer 
with in an epiſtle of his now extant ; but there is 
not the leaſt hint of it in it; but on the con- 
trary, ſeveral paſſages in favour of believers bap- 
tiſm. Perhaps, as Jobn was the laſt of the apoſtles, 
and out-lived them all, it was left with him to 
tranſmit it to others; and had this been the caſe, it 
might have been hoped, it would have been found 
in the writings of Polycarp, a hearer and diſciple 
of the apoſtle John; but not a ſyllable of it is to 
be found in him. Nay, Papias biſhop of Hierapolis, 
one that was a hearer of John the elder of Epheſus, 
and a companion of Polycarp, and who had con- 
verſed with thoſe who were familiar with the 
apoſtles, and made it his buſineſs to pick up 
ſayings and facts, ſaid or done by the apoſtles, 
not recorded in ſcripture, has not a word of this 
which childiſß buſineſs would have been a very 
pretty thing for that weak-headed man, as Euſebius * 

| re- 


* Euſeb. ib. I. 3. c. 39. 
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repreſents him, to have gone prattling about with ; 
here's an apoſtolic tradition then, which no body 
knows by whom it was delivered, nor. to whom, 
nor when and where: the companions and ſucceſ- 
{ors of the apoſtles ſay nothing of it. The Fews 
talk of a moſaic tradition and oral law, delivered 
from one to another for ſeveral thouſand years run- 
ning; they tell you by whom it was firſt given and 
received ; and can name the perſons to whom it 
was tranſmitted in ſucceeding ages : this is ſome- 
thing to purpoſe ; this is doing buſineſs roundly ; 
but here's a tradition no body can tell from whence 
it comes, and who received it, and handed it 
down; for there is not the leaſt mention of it, nor 
any pretended to in the fr/# century or apoſtolic 
age. Bur let us attend to what evidence is given 
of it, in the next or ſecond century. 

Two paſſages are produced out of the writers of 
this age, to prove this undoubted apoſtolic tradition ; 
the one out of Juſtin Martyr ; the other out of Jre- 
neus. That from Juſtin is as follows * ; „ ſe- 
veral perſons among us, men and women, of 
5 ſixty and ſeventy years of age, « ea Tau ðνν— 
« Pnrevfnoav tw Neis, who from their childhood were 
e inſtrufed in Chriſt, remain incorrupt:“ for ſo the 
phraſe on which the whole depends ſhould be ren- 
dred, and not diſcipled or proſelyted to Chriſt, which 
rendring of the words as it is unjuſtifiable, ſo it 
would never have been thought of, had it not been 
to ſerve a turn; and is not agreeable to Juſtin's ule 
of the word, who frequently makes uſe of it in 
the ſenſe of inſtruction and teaching; as when he 
ſpeaks of perſons being wabnrelmai, inſtructed into 
divine doctrines ® ; and of others being jwadrevomevoue, 
inſtructed in the name (perſon or doctrine) of Chriſt, 


and leaving the way of error; and of Chriſt's 
py ſending 


! Pirke Abot, c. 1.4. 1. = Apolog. 2. p. 62. 
* Apolog. 1. p. 43. » Dialog. cum ITxyph. p. 258. 
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ſending his diſciples to the Gentiles, who by them 
*uagnreoay, inſtructed them ? : nor ſhould * 721%, 
be rendred in infancy, but from childhood 5 and is a 
z Phraſe of the ſame ſignification with that in 2 Tim. 
( In. 15. where Timothy is faid ano BeePuc, from a child 
to. know the holy ſcriptures ; and Juſtin's ſenſe is, 
that notwithſtanding the ſtrict and ſevere commands 
of Chriſt in Matt. v. 28; 29, 30, 44. as they might 
ſeem to be, and which he cites ; yet there were 
teveral perſons of the age he mentions, then liv- 
ing, who had been inſtructed in the perſon, offices, 
and doctrines of Chriſt, or had been trained up in 
the chriſtian religion from their childhood, who 
had perſevered hitherto, and were incorrupt in their 
practices, and in their principles; and which is no 
other than a verification of what the wiſe man ob- 
ſerves, Prov. xxii. 6. Train up a child in the way he 
ſhould go, and when he is old, he will not depart from 
it: and we are able in our day, to point out per- 
{ons of an age that Juſtin mentions, who have been 
trained up in the chriſtian religion from their child- 
hood; and who in riper years have made a public 
profeſſion of it, and have held faſt their profeſſion 
without wavering, and lived unblemiſhed lives and 
converſations ; and yet never were baptized in their 
infancy. Behold here, the firſt proot and evidence 
of infant-baptifm being an undoubted apoſtolic tra- 
dition ; when there is not a word of baptiſm in it, 
much leſs of infant-baptiſm ; nor any hint of it, 
or reference unto it. Can the moſt ſanguine Pædo- 
baptiſt ſit down, and in cool reflection conclude 
upon reading and conſidering this paſſage, that it 
proves infant-baptiſm to be an undoubted apoſtolic 

tradition? ſurely he cannot. 

The other paſſage is out of [renens, and ſtands 
thus *; © he (Chriſt) came to fave all; all I ſay, 
* qui-per eum renaſcuntur in Deum, who by him 
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* are born again unto God, infants, and little ones, 
„ and children, and young men, and old men.“ 
For ſo the words are to be rendred, and not bap- 
tized unto God; for the word renaſcot is never uſed 
by Irenœus, or rather by his tranſlator in ſuch a 
ſenſe; nor had it as yet obtained among che anti- 
ents to uſe the words regenerated and regeneration for 
baptized, and baptiſm. Likewiſe, it is certain that 
Treneus ſpeaks elſewhere of regeneration as diſtinct 
from baptiſm, as an inward ſpiritual work, agree- 
able to the ſcriptures ; which never ſpeak of it 
but as ſuch, no not in John iii. 5. Tit. iii. 3. And 
what reaſon can there be to depart from the literal 
and ſcriptural ſenſe of the word, and even the ſenſe 
which Ireneus uſes it in; and eſpecially, ſince in- 
fants are capable of regeneration in ſuch a-ſenſe of 
it? beſides, to underſtand 7reneus as ſpeaking of 
baptiſm, is to make him at leaſt to ſuggeſt a doc- 
trine which is abſolutely falſe ; as if Chriſt came 
to ſave all and only ſuch, who are baptized unto 
God; when it is certain, he came to ſaverthe Old 
Teſtament ſaints, who never were baptized, as well as 
New Tefſtament-ſaints; and no doubt many now are 
ſaved by him, who never were baptized with water 
at all: and on the other hand, nothing 1s more 
true than that he came to fave all and only thoſe, 
who are regenerated by the ſpirit and grace of 
God, of whatſoever age they be. And after all, 
when it is obſerved that the chapter out of which 
this paſſage is taken, is thought by ſome learned 
men to be none of Treneus's, but a ſpurious piece 
and if it is his, it is only a tranſlation, as almoſt 
all his works be, and a very fooliſh, uncouth and 
barbarous one, as learned men obſerve ; ſo that it 
is not certain, that theſe are his words, or are a true 
tranſlation of them ; what wiſe and conſiderate man 
will ſay, that this is a proof of infant-baptiſm be- 
ing an undoubted apoſtolic tradition? ſeeing the paſ- 

C2 | ſage 
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ſage is ſo much conteſted, and ſo much is to be ſaid 
againſt it; ſeeing at moſt and beſt, the ſenſe of it 
is doubtful; and ſeeing it is certain that Jrenæus 
uſes the word regeneration in a different ſenſe from 
baptiſm”; vho can be ſure he uſes it of baptiſm 
here? Upon the whole, what thoughtful man will 
affirm. from hence, that infant-baptiſm is an un- 
doubled apoſtolic tradition ? and ſeeing theſe two 
teſtimonies are the only ones produced in favour of 
infant-baptiſm in the ſecond century; and the latter 
Dr. Wall- confeſſes, is the firſt expreſs mention that 
we have met with of infants baptized ; tho" there is 


no mention at all made of it in it, any more than 


in the former; he muſt have a ſtrong faith to 
believe and a good aſſurance upon ſuch evidence to 
aſſert ', * that the baptiſm of infants was the un- 
© doubted practice of the chriſtian church in its pureſt 
&« and frſt ages; the ages immediately ſucceeding 
<< the apoſtles. Let us now proceed to the ird 
century. 

Tertullian is the firſt man that ever made men- 
tion of infant-baptiſm that we know of; and as he 
was the firſt that ſpoke of it, he at the ſame time 
ſpoke againſt it, diſſuaded from it, and adviſed to 


defer it; and tho? he was quite ſingular, as our au- 


thor ſays, in this his advice; it ſhould be obſerved, 


that he is alſo quite Angular in his mention of the 
thing itſelf ; there being no writings of any cotem- 
orary of his extant, from which we might learn 
their ſenſe of this affair. We allow that infant- 
baptiſm was moved in the third century; that it 
then began to be talked of, and became matter of 
debate, and might be practiſed in the African 
chu rehes, where it was firſt moved. We do not 
deny the probability of the practice of it then, tho 
the 


. . . 8 50. & I. 5. e. 15. 
H iſtory of Infant-baptiſm, par. 1. ch. 3 6. 
t Reaſonable ſervice, p. 30. 


We, 


the certainty of it does not appear ; it is probable it 
might be practiſed, but it is not certain it was; as 
yet it has not been proved. Now here we ſtick, by 
this we abide, that there is no mention made of it 
in any authentic writer before Tertullian's time. 
And this writer himſelf elſewhere * obſerves, that 
6 by his time, it is well known, a great variety of 
* ſuperſtitious, and ridiculous, and fooliſh rites were 
c brought into the church.” The date of infant- 
baptiſm cannot,, we apprehend, be carried higher 
than his time ; and we require of any of our learned 
Pædobaptiſt brethren, to produce a ſingle paſſage 
out of any authentic writer before Tertullian, in 
which infant-baptiſm is expreſsly mentioned, or 
clearly hinted at, or plainly ſuppoſed, or manifeſtly 
referred unto. This being the caſe, as we own it 
began in this century, and might be practiſed by 
ſome, it might be needleſs in a good meaſure to 
conſider after-teſtimonies; however, I ſhall not 

think fit wholly to neglect them. | 
Origen is next quoted, and three paſſages out 
of him ; ſhewing that the baptiſm of infants is a 
tradition of the apoſtles, and an uſage of the 
church for the remiſſion of ſins; but it ſhould be 
obſerved, that theſe quotations are not from the 
Greek of Origen ; he wrote much in that language, 
and there is much ſtill extant in it; and yet no- 
thing is produced from thence, that can fairly be 
conſtrued in favour of infant-baptiſm ; tho* many 
things may be obſerved from thence, in favour of 
adult-baptiſm. The three paſſages are quoted out 
of ſome Latin tranſlations, greatly interpolated, 
and not to be depended on. His Homilies on Le- 
viticus, and expoſition of the epiſtle to the Romans, 
out of which two of them are taken, are tranſlated 
by Rilſſinus; who, with the former, he himſelf 
owns, uſed much freedom, and added much, 
| and 


The diſſenting gentleman's /hird letter, Oc. p. 32. 
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and took ſuch a liherty in both; of adding, taking 


away, and changing that as Eraſmus * ſays, who- 


ever reads theſe pieces, it is uncertain whether he 
reads Origen or Ruffinus ; and Veſfius obſerves *, 
that the former of theſe was interpolated by Raf 
ſinus, and thinks therefore, that the paſſage cited 
was of the greater authority againſt the Pelagians, 
becauſe Rufinus was inclined to them. The Homi- 
lies on Luke out of which is the other paſſage, were 
tranſlated by 7erom, of whom Du Pin ſays ?, that 
his verſions are not more exact than Rufjinus's. Now 
both theſe lived at the latter end of the fourth cen- 


tury; and it looks very probable, that theſe very 


paſſages are additions or interpolations of theſe 


men, ſince the language agrees with thoſe times, 


and no other; for no cotemporary of Origen's, 
nor any writer before him, or after him, until 
the times of Ruffnus, Jerom and Auſtin, ſpeak of 
infant-baptiſm as an uſage of the church, or an 
apoſtolical tradition ; in ſhort, as biſhop Teylor ob- 
ſerves ?, © a tradition apo! olical, if it be not con- 
66 ſigned with a fuller teſtimony than of one perſon 
£ (Origen), whom all after- ages have condemned 
of many errors, will obtain ſo little reputation 
„ amonglt thoſe, who know that things have upon 
greater authority pretended to derive from the 
* apoſtles, and yet falſiy; that it will be a great 
“ argument, that he is credulous, and weak, that 
« ſhall be determined by ſo weak a probation, in 
% matter of ſo great concernment.' 

Cyprian with his council of /x7y-/x biſhops, are 
brought as witneſſes of infant-baptiſm, a little after 
the middle of the third century. We allow that as. 
infant-baptiſm was moved for in Tertullian's time, 
{o it obtained in the Ajrican churches in Cyprian's 


time 3 
In nag Critici 700 . p. 02. * Hiſt. 
Pelap. par. 1. I. 2. p. 147. y Hiſt. Eccl. Vol. I, 


* Liberty of propheſying, p. 320. 
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time; but then by Fidus the country biſhop, ap- 
plying to the council to have a doubt reſolved, 
whether it was lawful to baptize infants until they 
were eight days old, it appears to be a novel 
practice; and that as yet it was undetermined by 
council or cuſtom, when they were to be bap- 
tized ; whether as ſoon as born, or on the eighth 
day, or whether it was to be left to every one's li- 
berty : and it ſhould alſo be obſerved, that in this 
age, infant-communion was practiſed as well as in- 
fant-baptiſm ; and very likely both began together, 
as it is but reaſonable, that if the one be admitted, 
the other ſhould. But of this more hereafter. 

The Clementine Conſtitutions, as they are called, are 
next produced, as enjoining infant-baptiſm ; but 
why does this. gentleman call them the Clementine 
Conſtitutions, unleſs he is of opinion, and which he 
ſuggeſts by this title of them, that Clemens Rama- 
nus was the compiler of them from the mouths of 
the apoſtles? and if ſo, he might have placed the 
paſſage out of them with greater advantage, at the 
head of his teſtimonies ; but he muſt know, that 
theſe writings are condemned as-ſpurious, by almoſt 
all learned men, excepting Mr. Jh:/ton ; and were 
not heard of till the times of Epipbanius, in the 
latter end of the fourih century, if ſo ſoon: and it 
ſhould be obſerved, that theſe ſame Conſtitutions, 
which direct to the baptizing of infants, injoin the 
uſe of godfathers in baptiſm ; the form of renoun- 
cing the devil and all his works; the conſecration 
of the water ; trine immerſion ; the uſe of oil, and 
baptizing faſting ; croſſing with the ſign of the 
croſs in the forehead ; keeping the day of Chriſt's 
nativity, Epiphany, the Quadrageſima or Lent ; the 
feaſt of the paſſover, and the feſtivals of the apo- 
ftles ; faſting on the fourth and ſixth days of the 
weck; praying for ſaints departed ; ſinging for the 
dead, and honouring their reliques; with many 
3 . other 
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other things foreign enough from the ſimplicity of 
the apoſtolic doctrine and practice. A teſtimony 
from ſuch a work, can be of very little credit to the 
cauſe of infant- -baptiſm. 

And now we are come to a very remarkable and 
deciſive teſtimony as it is called, from the writings 
of Auſtin and Pelogius : the ſum of which is, that 
there being a controverſy between theſe two per- 
ſons about original ſin, the latter who denied it, 
was preſſed by the former, with an argument taken 
from the baptiſm of infants for the remiſſion of 
ſins; with which Pelagius ſeemec exceedingly em- 
barraſſed, when it greatly concerned him to deny 
it if he could; and had it been an innovation, ſo 
acute, learned, and ſagacious a man as he was, 
would have diſcovered it; but on the contrary, when 
he was charged with a denial of it as the conſe- 
quence of his opinion, he warmly diſclaims it, and 
complains of a flander z and adds, that he never 
heard that even any impious heretic denied it, or re- 
fuſed it to infants; and the ſame ſays Auſtin, that 
it never was denied by any man, catholic or here- 
tic, and was the conſtant uſage of the church ; for 
all which vouchers are produced. To which may 
be replied. 

1. However embarraſſed Pelagius might be with 
the argument, it did not lead to a controverſy a- 
bout the ſubject, but the end of baptiſm, and about 
the latter, and not the former was the diſpute; 
nor was he under ſo great a temptation, and much 
leſs neceſſity, nor did it ſo greatly concern him 
to deny the baptiſm of infants, on account of his 
tenet; ſince he was able upon his principles to 
point out other ends of their baptiſm, than that of 
remiſſion of ſin; and particularly, their receiving 
and enjoying the kingdom of heaven ; and as a late 
writer obſerves *, this propolition © 4aptiſm ought 

| ve to 

* Bower's Hiſtory of Popes, Vol. I. p. 339. 
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& to be adminiſtred to children, as well as to the adult; 
«© was not inconſiſtent with, nor repugnant to his 
« doctrine ; for tho? he denied original ſin, he al- 
“ lowed baptiſm to be adminiſtred even to chil- 
« dren, but only for their ſanctification.“ 

2. It ſhould be known and obſerved, that we 
have no writings of Pelagius extant, at leaſt under 
his name, only ſome paſſages quoted by his adver- 
faries, by which we can judge what were his ſenti- 
ments about infant-baptiſm ; and it is well known 
that a man's words often are miſquoted, or miſun- 
derſtood, or miſrepreſented by an adverſary ; I will 
not ſay that this is the caſe of Pelagius; I would 
hope better things of his adverſaries, particularly 
Auſtin, and that he has been uſed fairly; I am 
willing to allow his authorities, tho' it would have 
been a greater ſatisfaction to have had theſe things- 
from himſelf, and not at ſecond hand. Nor 

2; Would I detract from the character of Pela- 
gius, or call in queſtion his acuteneſs, ſagacity, and 
learning; yet two doctors of the age in which he 
lived, are divided about him in this reſpect, Auſtin 
and Ferom ; the former ſpeaks of him as a very 
conſiderable man, and of great penetration; but the 
latter, as if he had no genius, and but a very little 
knowledge; it muſt be owned, that Auſtin was 
the moſt candid man, and Jerom a ſour one, who 
ſeldom ſpoke well of thoſe he oppoſed, tho* he was 
a man of the greateſt learning, and ſo the beſt. 
judge of it : but however acute, learned, and {a- 
gacious Pelagius was, yet falling in with the ſtream 
of the times, and not ſeeing himſelf concerned a- 
bout the ſubjects, but the end of baptiſm, might 
give himſelt no trouble to enquire into the riſe of 

but take it for granted as Auſtin did, who per- 

Ke was as acute, "learned, and ſagacious as he, 

that it had been the conſtant uſage of the 3 
D an 


b Boxwer ibid. p. 329, 330. 
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and an apoſtolic tradition; as he had many other 
things in which he was miſtaken, as will ſoon 
appear. 

4 Tho' Pelagius complained that he was defa- 
med, and ſlandered by ſome who charged him with 
denying infant-baptiſm; yet this, Auſtin obſerves, 
was only a ſhift of his, .in order to invert the ſtate 
of the queſtion, that he might more eaſily anſwer 
to what was objected to him, and preſerve his own 
opinion. And certain it is, according to Auſtin e, 
that the Pelggians did deny baptiſm to ſome infants, 
even to the infants of believers, and that for this 
reaſon, becauſe they were holy; what others made 
a reaſon for it, they make a reaſon againſt it. 

5. Pelagius ſays no ſuch thing, that he never 
heard, no not even any impious heretic who denied 
baptiſm to infants. His words indeed are“, nun- 
quam ſe vel impium aliquem hereticum audiſſe qui hoc, - 
quod propoſuit, de parvulis diceret; that be never 
beard, no not any impious heretic, that would ſay con- 
cerning infants, what he had propoſed or mentioned: 
the ſenſe depends upon the meaning of the phraſe, 
quod propoſuit, what he had propoſed or mentioned, of 
whom, and what that is to be underitood ; whether 
of Auſtin, and the ſtate of the caſe as propoſed, and 
ſet down by him; ſo our author ſeems to underſtand 
it, ſince by way of explanation he adds, viz. that 
unbaptized infants are not liable to the condemnation 
of the firſl man, and that they are not to be cleanſed 
by the regeneration of baptiſm : but this gentleman 
has not put it as Auſtin has ſtated it, which is thus; 
© it is objected to them (the Pelagians) that they 
will not own that unbaptized infants are liable to 
& the condemnation of the firſt man, & in eos 
* ftranſiſſe originale peccatum regeneratione purgandum, 
* and that original fin has paſſed upon them to be 

«© cleanſed 
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e cleanſed by regeneration;“ and according to this 
ſenſe the meaning cannot be, that he never heard 
that any heretic denied baptiſm to infants; but 
either that he never heard that any one ſhould ſay, 
that unbaptized infants are not liable to the con- 
demnation of the firſt man, and that original fin 
had not paſſed upon them to be cleanſed by regene- 
ration ; but then this is to bring the wicked heretics 
as witneſſes againſt himſelf, and to make himſelf 
worſe than they : or the meaning is, that he never 
heard that any of them ſhould ſay, that unbaptized 
infants are liable to the condemnation of the firſt 
man, and that original ſin has paſſed upon them to 
be cleanſed by regeneration, which is moſt likely; 
but then this makes rather againſt, than for the 
thing for which it is brought; ſince it makes 
the heretic as never ſaying that infants ſtood in 
need of being cleanſed by baptiſm : or elſe, quod 
propoſuit, what be had propoſed or mentioned, refers to 
Pelagius, and to the ſtate of the queſtion as he had 
put it; repreſenting that he was charged with pro- 
miſing the kingdom of heaven to ſome, without 
the redemption of Chriſt ; and of this he might 
ſay, he never heard the moſt impious heretic ſo 
ſay ; and this ſeems to be the ſenſe by what he ſub- 
Joins ; „ for who is ſo ignorant of what is read in 
„the Goſpel, not only as to attempt to affirm it, 
e but even lightly mention it, or even imagine it? 
% Moreover, who ſo impious that would exclude 
c infants from the kingdom of heaven, dum eos 
e baptizari & in Chriſto renaſci putat ? whilſt he 
thinks, or is of opinion that they are baptized 
„ and regenerated in Chriſt?“ for ſo it is in my 
edition © of Auſtin ; putat, and not vetet, as Dr. 
Mall quotes it; and after him this gentleman : and 
Pelagius further adds, © who fo impious as to for- 
& bid to an infant of whatſoever age, the common 
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* redemption of mankind ?““ but this, Auſtin ſays, 
like the reſt is ambiguous ; what redemption he 
means, whether from bad to good, or from good 
to better : now take the words which way you will, 
they can't be made to ſay, that he had never heard 
that any heretic denied baptiſm to infants, but 
that he denied the kingdom of heaven to them : and 
indeed every one muſt allow, whoever is of that 
opinion, that infants are by baptiſm really regene- 
rated in Chriſt ; which was the prevailing notion 
of thoſe times, and the light in which it is put 
that they muſt belong to the kingdom of heaven, 
and ſhare in the common redemption by Chriſt. 

6. Auſtin himſelf does not ſay, that he had never 
heard or read of any catholic, heretic, or ſchiſma- 
tic, that denied infant-baptiſm ; he could never ſay 
any ſuch thing; he muſt know, that Tertullian had 
oppoſed it; and he himſelf was at the Council of 
Carthage, and there preſided, and was at the mak- 
ing of that canon which runs thus; ** alſo it is our 
«« pleaſure, that whoever denies that new-born in- 


% fants are to be baptized—let him be anathema :*? 


but to what purpoſe was this canon made, if he 
and his brethren knew of none that denied infant- 
baptiſm ? To ſay that this reſpects ſome people, 
who were ſtill of the ſame opinion with Fidus an 
African biſhop, that lived 150 years before this 
time, that infants were not to be baptized until 
they were eight days old, -is an idle notion of Dr. 
Wall: can any man in his ſenſes think, that a 
council, conſiſting of all the biſhops in Africa, 
ſhould agree to anathematize their own brethren, 
who were in the ſame opinion and practice of in- 
fant-baptiſm with themlelves ; only they thought 
it ſhould not be adminiſtred to them as ſoon as 
born, but at eight days old? Credat Judæus ipella, 
believe it who will ; he is capable of believing any 

| | thing, 

# Hiſt. of infant- baptiſm, par. 1. ch. 19. F. 37. 


(23) | 

thing, that can believe this. Auſtin himſelf makes 
mention of ſome that argued againſt ir, after this 
manner :; “men are uſed to aſk this queſtion, 
„ ſays he, of what profit is the ſacrament of chri- 
« ſtian baptiſm to infants, ſeeing when they have 
ce received it, for the moſt part they die before 
« they know any thing of it?“ and as before ob- 
ſerved, he brings in the Pelagians ſaying *, that 
the infants of believers ought not to be baptized : 
and fo Jerom, who was a cotemporary of his, 
ſpeaks of ſome chriſtians, qui dare noluerint baptiſma, 
who refuſed to give baptiſm to their children ; ſo that 
tho? infant-baptiſm greatly obtained in thoſe times, 
yet it was not ſo general as this author repreſents 
it. Auſtin therefore could not ſay what he is made 
to ſay; but what then does he ſay, that he never 
remembred to have read in any catholic, heretic, 
or ſchiſmatic writer? why, that infants were not 
to be baptized, that they might receive the re- 
«© miffion of fins, but that they might be ſancti- 
« fied in Chriſt :** it is of this the words are ſpo- 
ken, which our author has quoted, but are not to be 
found in the place he refers to; having thro' inad- 
vertence miſtaken Dr. //all, from whom J perceive 
he has taken this and other things. This, and not 
infant-baptiſm itſelf, was what was tranſiently talk- 
ed of at Carthage, and curſorily heard by Auſtin 
ſome little time ago, when he was there : this was 
the novelty he was ſtartled at, but did not think it 
ſeaſonable to enter into a debate about it then, and 
ſo forgot it: for ſurely it will not be ſaid, that it 
was the denial of infant-baptiſm that was defended 
with ſo much warmth againſt the church, as he 
lays this was; and was committed to memory 1n 
writing ; and the brethren were obliged to aſk their 


advice about it; and they were obliged to diſpute 
and 


8 De libero Arbitrio, I. 3. c. 23. De peccator. 
merit. I. 2. c. 25. i Ep. ad Lætam, T. I. fol. 19. M. 
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(24) 
and write againſt ; for this would: ꝓrove the very re- 
verſe of what this gentleman produces it for. Now, 
tho* Auſtin could not ſay that he never remembred 
to have heard or read of any catholic, ſchiſmatic, 
or heretic, that denied infant-baptiſm ; yet he might 
ſay he never remembred to have heard or read of 


any that owned and practiſed infant-baptiſm, but 


who allowed it to be for the remiſſion of ſin; 
which is widely different from the former: it is one 
thing what Auſtin ſays, and another, what may be 
thought to be the conſequence of his ſo ſaying ; 
and in the ſame ſenſe are we to underſtand him, 


when he ſays*, and this the church has always 


* had, has always held.” What? why, that in- 
fants are diſeaſed thro* Adam; and ftand in need of 
a phyſician ; and are brought to the church to be 
healed. It was the doctrine of original fin, and 
the baptiſm of infants for the remiſſion of it, he 
ſpeaks of in theſe paſſages ; it is true indeed, he 
took infant-baptiſm to be an antient and conſtant 
uſage of the church, and an apoſtolic tradition * ; 
which perhaps he had taken up from the Latin 
tranſlations of Origen by Jerom and Ruffinus before- 
mentioned ; ſince no other eccleſiaſtical writer ſpeaks 
of it as ſuch, before thoſe times: but in this he 
was deceived and miſtaken, as he was in other 
things which he took for apoſtolic traditions ; 
which ought to be equally received as this, by 
thoſe who are influenced by his authority; and in- 
deed every honeſt man that receives infant-baptiſm 
upon the foot of tradition, ought to receive every 
thing elſe upon the ſame foot, of which there is 
equally as full, and as early evidence of apoſtolic 

tradition, as of this : let it then be obſerved. 
1. That the ſame Auſtin that aſſerts infant-bap- 
tiſm to be an apoſtolic tradition, affirms infant-com- 
| munion 


* De verbis Apoſtoli, ſerm. 10. c. 2. De Geneſi, 
10. c. 22. De baptiſmo, contr. Donat. I. 4. c. 23, 24. 


( 25) 
munion to be ſo likewiſe, as Biſhop Taylor ® ob- 
ſerves; and thus Auſtin ſays", © if they pay any 
regard to the apoſtolic authority, or rather to the 
Lord and Maſter of the apoſtles, who ſays, that 
„they have no life in themſelves, unleſs they eat 


* 


the fleſh of the ſon of man, and drink his blood, 
* which they can't do unleſs baptized, will ſome- 
times own that unbaptized infants have not life.? 
—and a little after, no man that remembers that 
e he is a chriſtian, and of the catholic faith, 
„ denies or doubts that infants not having the 
grace of regeneration in Chriſt, and without cat- 
ing his fleſh, and drinking his blood, have no 
* life in them; but are hereby liable to everlaſting 
«© puniſhment ;”? by which he means. the two ſa- 
craments of baptiſm, and the Lord's ſupper ; the 
neceſſity of both which to eternal life he founded 
upon a miſtaken ſenſe of Fobn iii. 5. and vi. 53. as 
appears from what he elſewhere ſays »; where hav- 
ing mentioned the firſt of thoſe paſſages, he cites 
the latter, and adds; let us hear the Lord, I ſay, 
* not indeed ſpeaking this of the ſacrament of the 
holy laver, but of the ſacrament of the holy ta- 
ble; whither none rightly come unleſs baptized. 
Except ye eat my fleſh, and drink my blood, ye ſhall 
c have no life in yu; what do we ſeek for further? 
* what can be ſaid in anſwer to this, unleſs one 
« would ſet himſelf obſtinately againſt clear and 
* invincible truth? will any one dare to ſay this, 
e that this paſſage does not belong to infants ; and 
* that they can have life in themſelves, without 
<* partaking of his body and blood?“ and the 
neceſſity of this, as well as of baptiſm to eternal 
life, he ſays? the African chriſtians took to be an 
antient and apoſtolic tradition. Iunocent the firſt, 


his 
m Liberty of propheſying, p. 119. " Ep. 106. 
ws Ps "Lg * o De peccator, merit. & 


remiſſ. I. 1. c. 20. » Ibid. e 24. 
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his cotemporary, was alſo of the ſame mind; and 
the giving of the Euchariſt to infants generally ob- 
rained; and it continued fix hundred years after, 
until tranſubſtantiation took place; and is continued 
to this day in the Greek church : and if we look 
back to the times before Auſtin, we ſhall find that 
it was not only the opinion of Cyprian, but was 
practiſed in his time; he tells ad ſtory which he 
himſelf was a witneſs of ; how that a little child being 
left in a fright by its parents with a nurſe, ſhe car- 
ried the child to the magiſtrates, who had it to an 
idol's ſacrifice ; where becauſe the child could not 
eat fleſh, they gave it bread ſoaked in wine : ſome 
time after, the mother had her child again ; which 
not being able to relate to her what had paſſed, it 
was brought by its parent to the place where Cy- 
prian and the church were celebrating the Lord's 
ſupper ; and where it ſhrieked, and was dreadfully 
diſtreſſed ; and when the cup was offered in its turn 
by the deacon, it ſhut its lips againſt it ; who forced 
the wine down its throat; upon which it ſobbed, 
and threw it up again. Now here is a plain in- 
france of infant-communion in the third century; 
and we defy any one to give a more early inſtance, 
or an inſtance ſo early, of infant · baptiſm: it is high- 
ly probable that infant-baptiſm was now practiſed ; 
and that this very child was baptized, or other- 
wiſe it would not have been admitted to the Lord's 
ſupper ; and it is reaſonable to ſuppoſe, they both 
began together; yet no inſtance can be given of 
infant-bapriſm, ſo early as of infant- communion; 
wherefore whoever thinks himſelf obliged to receive 
the one upon ſuch evidence and authority, ought 
to receive the other; the one has as good a claim 
to apoſtolic authority and tradition, as the other has. 

2. The ſign of the croſs in baptiſm was uſed by 
the antients, and pleaded for as an apoſtolic tradi- 
dion. 
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(27) 
tion. Baſil, who lived in the fourth century ob- 
ſerves *, that ſome things they had from ſcripture; 
and others from apoſtolic tradition, of which he 
gives inſtances ; and ſays he, ** becauſe this is the 
« firſt and moſt common, I will mention it in the 
e firſt place; as that we yen with the ſign of the 
* croſs thoſe who place their hope in Chriſt ; and 
then aſks whe taught this in ſcripture ?'* Chry- 
ſeſtom, who lived in the ſame age, maniteſtly refers 
to it, when he ſays *, how can you think it fit- 
ting for the miniſter to make he /ign on its (the 
5 child's) forehead, where you have beſmeared it 
« with the dirt?“ which Oil calls the royal ſeal 
upon the forehead. Cyprian in the middle of the 
third century relates the cuſtom of his times; 
* what is now allo in uſe among us is, that thoſe 
*© wha are baptized, are offered to the governors 
of the church; and thro' our prayers and impo- 
* ſition of hands, they obtain the Holy Spirit, 
and are made compleat fignacula Dominico, 
with the ſeal of the Lord :”* and in another 
place“ he ſays, they only can eſcape, who are re- 
generated and ned with the /ign of Chriſt.” 
And Tertullian, in the beginning of the ſame cen- 
tury, ſpeaking of baptiſm ſays *, the fleſh is 
„ waſhed, that the ſoul may be unſpotted ; the 
„ fleſh is anointed, that the ſoul may be con- 
„ ſecrated ; caro fienatur, the fleſh is ſigned, that the 
* ſoul alſo may be fortified.” Now this uſe of the 
croſs in baptiſm, was as early as any inſtance of 
infant-baptiſm that can be produced; higher than 
Tertullian's time it cannot be carried; what parti- 
ality then is it, I know to whom I ſpeak, to admit 
the one upon the foot of tradition, and reject the 


FE other? 

r Baſil. de Spiritu Sanct. c. 27. Homil. 12. in 

i Ep. ad Corinth. t Catechef. 12. H. 4. Ep. 73. 
ad Jubajanum, p 184. » Ad Demetrian. prope finem. 


* Ve Reiurrectione Carnis, c. 8. 
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other? The ſame Jertullian alſo ſpeaks of on- 


ſo res, ſponſors, or godfathers in baptiſm; which this 
writer himſelf has mentioned, and thus renders ; 
& what occaſion is there—except in caſes of ne- 
4 ceſſity, that rhe ſponſors or godfathers be brought 
& into danger; not to take notice of the Clementine 
Conſtitutions, as our author calls them, which enjoin 
the uſe of them ; and which appear to be as early 
as infant- baptiſm itſelf; and indeed it is but rea- 
fonable that if infants are baprized, there ſhould: be 
ſponſors or ſureties for them. 

3. The form of renouncing the devil and all his 


works, uſed in baptiſm, is alſo by afl repreſent- 


ed as an apoſtolic tradition; for having mentioned 
tevera] rites in baptiſm, received upon the ſame 
foot, he adds; and the reſt of what is done in 


© baptiſm, as to renounce the devil and his angels, 


* from what ſcripture have we it ? 1s it not from 
* this private and feeret tradition? Origen before 
the middle of the third century relates the uſage of 
his times - © let every one of the faithful remem- 
« ber when he firſt came to the waters of baptiim 
* when he received the firſt ſeals of faith, and 


came to the fountain of ſalvation 3 what words 


there he then uſed; and what he denounced to 
ce the devil, non /e u/urum pomj1s ejus, that he would 
% nat uſe his pomps, nor his werks, nor any of his 
6c. ſervice, nor obey his pleafures: and Tertullian v 
before him; „when we' enter into the water, we 
% profeſs the faith of Chriſt, in the words of his 
% law; we proteit with our mouth that we rengunse 
6 the devil, and bis pomp, and his angels: and in 
another place, in proof of unwritten tradition, and 
that it ought to be allowed of in ſome caſes, he 
ſays; to begin with baptiſm; when we come to 
the 


De Baptiſmo, c. 18. z Utſapra. 2 Homil. 
in Numeros, fol. 114 D. De Spetaculis, c. 5 
De Corona, c. 3. 0 
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* the water, we do there, and ſometimes in the 


** congregation under the hand of the paſtor, pro- 
“ teſt that we. renounce the devil, and his pomp, 
„and angels; and then we are thrice immerſed ; 
* anſwering ſomething more than the Lord has, 
«* enjoined in the Goſpel:“ now this is as early as 
any thing. can be produced m favour of infant- 
baptiſm. 5 

4. Exorciſms and exſufflations are repreſented 
by Auſtin, as rites in baptiſm, priſce traditionis, 
of antient tradition, as uſed by the church every 
where, /hrovghout the whole world. He frequently 
preſſes the Pelagiaus with the argument taken from 
thence, and ſuggeſts, that they were pinched with 
it, and knew not how to anſwer it ; he obſerves, 
that things the moſt impious and abſurd, were the 
conlequences of their principles, and among the 
reſt theſe ©; „that they (infants) are baptized in a 
& Saviour. but not ſaved; redeemed by a deliverer, 
«© but not delivered; waſhed in the laver of rege- 
* neration, but not waſhed from any thing; exore 
e ciſed and exſufflated, but not freed from the power 
of darkneſs:“ and elſewhere he ſays*, that not- 
„ withſtanding their craftineſs, they know not what 
anſwer to make to this, that infants are exorciſ d 
e and exſuffialed ; for this without doubt, is done 
„ in mere ſhow, it the devil has no power over 
„them; but it he has power over them, and 
e therefore are not exorciſed and exſnflated in mere 
** ſhow, by what has the prince of ſinners power 
over them, but by ſin ?** And Gregory Nazi- 
anzen before him, as he exhorts to confeſſion of ſin 
in baptiſm, ſo to exorciſm; ** don't refuſe, ſays 
hes, the medicine of ex9rciſm——for that is the 


trial of ſincerity, with reſpect to that gr-ce (bap- 


E. 2 88 


© De peccato originali, I. 2. c. 40. de nupt. & concup. I. 1. 
, ff 20, K 1 N C, 18. 5 Contr. Julian. . 3 Co 5. 
Ep. 105. Bonifacio, prope finem. & Orat. 40. p. 657. 
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| ( 39) 
tiſm).” And ſays Optatus of Milevis f, « every 
* man that is born, tho' born of chriſtian parents, 
cannot be without the ſpirit of the world, which 
% muſt be excluded and ſeparated from him, be- 


c 


* 


* 


fore the ſalutary laver; this exorci/m effects, by 
* which the unclean ſpirit is driven away, and is 
& cauſed to flee, to deſart places.“ Cyprian in the 
third century, ſpeaking of the efficacy of baptiſm 
to deſtroy the power of Satan, relates what was done 
in his dayss; that by the exorciſt the devil was but- 
% fetted, diſtreſſed, and tortured, with an human 
“ voice, and by a divine power.” And Cornelius 
Biſhop of Rome, a cotemporary of his, makes men- 
tion * of the ſame officers in the church; and this 
is alſo as early as the practice of infant-baptiſm. 


Trine immerſion is affirmed to be an apoſto- 


lic tradition; nothing is more frequently aſſerted by 


the antients than this. Baſilt among his inſtances 


of apoſtolic tradition, mentions this; * now a man 
& js thrice immerſed, from whence is it derived?“ 
his meaning is, is it from ſcripture or apoſtolic tra- 
dition? not the former, but the latter. And Ferom * 
in a dialogue of his, makes one of the parties ſay 
after this manner, which clearly appears to be his 
own ſenſe; and many other things which by tra- 
% dition are obſerved in the churches, have obtain- 
ed the authority of a written law; as to dip the 
% head thrice in the laver,”&c. And ſo Tertullian in 
the third century as above, in ſupport of tradition, 
mentions this as a common practice; * we are 
„ thrice immerſed ;” and elfewhere * ſpeaking of 
the commiſſion of Chriſt, he ſays, he command- 
ed them to dip into the Father, and the Son, and 
* the Holy Ghoſt; not into n+, for not once but 


<« thrice 

Adv. Parmenian. 1, 4. p. 92. ? Fp. 76. ad Magnum, 
Apnd Euſcb. Eccl. Hift. I. 6. c. 45, Ut ſupra. * Adv. 
Luciterianos, fol. 47. H. Ton. 2. De Corona, c. 3, 


n Adv. Praxcam, c. 25. 
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& thrice are we dipped, at each name, into each 
% perſon;” and he is the firſt man that makes men- 
tion of infant-baptiſm, who relates this as the then 
uſage of the church: and Sozomen the hiſtorian ob- 
ſerves, that it was ſaid, that Eunomius was the firſt 
that dared to aſſert, that the divine baptiſm ſhould 
ebe performed by one immerſion ; and ſo corrupt- 
« ed the apoſtolic tradition, which till now had been 
% every where obſerved.” 

6. The conſecration of the water of baptiſm is 
an antient rite, and which Be// * derives from apo- 
ſtolic tradition; „* we conſecrate, ſeys he, the 
+ water of baptiſm, and the anointing oil, as 
well as the perſon that receives baptiſm, from 
* what ſcripture? is it not from private and ſe- 
« cret tradition?“ by which he means apoſtolic 
tradition, as he in the ſame place calls it z which 
was done, not only by the prayer of the admini- 
ſtrator oyer the water, but by ſigning it with 
the ſign of the croſs; which rite was in uſe in the 
times of Auſtin d, who ſays, “ baptiſm is ſigned 
* with the ſign of Chriſt, that is, the water 
* where we are dipped :" and Ambroſe who lived 
in the ſame age relates, that exorciſm was alſo 
uſed in conſecration ; he deſcribes the manner of 
it thus *; «+ why did Chriſt deſcend firſt, and ai- 
e terwards the ſpirit, ſeeing the form and uſe of 
* baptiſm require, that firſt the font be conſe- 
e crated, and then the perſon that is to be bap- 
ce tized, goes down? for where the prieſt firit 
enters, he makes an exorciſm, next an invoca- 
e tion on the creature of the water, and afterwards 
“ prays that the font may be ſanctified, and the 


Eternal Trinity be preſent.” Cyprian in the 


middle of the third century, makes mention of 
this ceremony of conſecrating the baptiſmal wa- 
3 


» Hiſt. Eccl. I. 6. c. 26. o Ut ſupra. De 


tempore ſermo; 119. c. 8, De ſacramentis, I. 1. c. 5. 
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ter; he fays *, © the water mult firſt be cleanſed 
« and ſanctiſied by the prieſt, that it may by his 
«« baptizing in it, waſh away the fins of the man 
„that is baptized.” And Tertullian before him, 
tho* he makes no difference between the water of a 
pool, river or fountain, Tiber or Jordan, yet ſup- : 
poſes. there is a ſanctification of it thro” prayer; 
all waters, he ſays *,. from their antient original 
<< prerogative, (referring to Gen. i. 2.) obtain the 
4 ſacrament of ſanctification, Deo invocato, God 
« being called upon; for immediately the ſpirit 
% comes down from heaven, and reſts upon the 
* waters, ſanctifying them of himſelf, and ſo be- 
ing ſanctified, they drink in together the ſancti- 
& fying vertue.” This alſo is as high as the date 
of infant-baptiſm, can be carried. 
7. Anointing with oil at baptiſm, is a rite that 
claims apoſtolic tradition. Bed * mentions it as 
an inſtance of it, and aſks; the anointing oil, 
„ what paſſage in ſcripture teaches this?“ Auſtinn 
ſpeaks of it as the common cuſtom of the church J 
in his time; having quoted that paſſage in Acts x. 
38. bow God anointed him (Feſus) with the Holy | 
* Ghoſt, adds, not truly with viſible oil, but with the 
gift of grace, which is ſignified by the viſible 
*« ointment, quo baptizatos ungit ecclefia, with which 
© tbe church anoints thoſe that are baptized :** le- 
veral parts of the body were wont to be anointed. 
Ambroſe makes mention of ointment on the head 
in baptiſm, and gives a reaſon for it. Cyril * ſays, 
the oil was exorciſed, and the forehead, ear, noſe 
and breaſt, were anointed with it, and obſerves 
the myſtical ſignification of each of theſe : the ne- 
ceflity of this anointing is urged by Oprian in 
the 
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the third century; © he that is baptized muſt needs 
be anointed, that by receiving the chryſm, that 
« is, the anointing, he may be the anointed of 
% God, and have the grace of Chriſt.” And. Ter- 
tullian in the beginning of the ſame century, ſays- 
as before obſerved, the fleſh is anointed, that the 
% ſoul may be conſecrated; and in another - 
place, when we come out of the laver, we are 
* anointed with the bleſſed ointment, according 
* to the antient diſcipline, in which they uſed to 
« be anointed with oil out of the horn, for the 
« prieſthood;” this was the cuſtom uſed in the 
times of the man that firſt ſpoke of infant-baptiſm. 

8. The giving a mixture of milk and honey to 


a perſon juſt baptized, is a rite that was uſed in the 


churches antiently thro? tradition; Jeromꝰ makes 
mention of it, as obſerved upon this footing, and 


as an inſtance among other things, which obtained 


authority in that way: * as to dip the head thrice 
ein the laver, and when they came out from thence, 
* to taſte of a mixture of milk and honey, to ſignify 
« the new birth; and elſewhere he ſays, it was a 
cuſtom obſerved in the weſtern churches to that 
day, to give wine and milk to them that were rege- 
nerated in Chriſt. This was in uſe in Tertullian's 
time ; for ſpeaking of the adminiſtration of baptiſm, 
he fays*, © we come to the water —then we are 
*« thrice dipped—then being taken out from thence, 
«© we taſte a mixture of ili and honey; and this, 
as well as anointing with-oil, he obſerves, was uſed 
by hereticks themſelves, for fo he ſays of Marcion: 
he does not reject the water of the creator, with 
* which he waſhes his diſciples; nor the oil with 
„ which he anoints his own; nor the mixture of mile 


„ and 

De reſurrectione carnis, c 8. 2 De baptiſmo, c. 7. 
Adv. Luciferianos, fol. 47. © Comment, in Eſaiam. 
©. 55. 1. fol. 94. E. De corona, c. 3. 2 Adv. 


Marcion, 1 3. c. 14. 
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ﬆ 2nd honey, by which he points them out as new 
« born babes;” yea, even Barnabas à companion 
of the apoſtle Paul, is thought to refer to this prac 
tice, in an epiſtle of his ſtill extant' ; not to rake 
notice of the white garment. and the uſe of the ring 
and kiſs in baptiſm, i in Cyprian and Ter julian's times. 

Now theſe ſeveral rites and uſages in baptiſm, 
claim their riſe from apaſlelic tradition, and have 
equal evidence of it as infant-baptiſm has; they are 


of as early date, have the ſame vouchers, and more; 


the teſtimonies of them are clear and full; they uni- 
ver/ally obtained, and were practiſed by the churches 
throughout the whole world; and even by hereticks 
and ichiſmaticks; and this is to be ſaid of them, 
that they never were oppoſed by any within the time 
referred to, which cannot be ſaid of intant-baptiſm ; 
for the very firſt man that mentions it, diſſuades 
from it; and theſe are facts which could not but be 
publickly and perfefly known, and tor woich the an- 
tient writers and fathers may be appealed to, not as 
reaſoners and interpreters, but as hiſtorians and wit- 
neſſes to public ftanding facts; and all the reaſoning 
this gentleman makes ule of, concerning the apoſtles 
forming the churches on one uniform p an of bap- 

tiſm, the nearne/s of infant- baptiim to their times, 
from the tellimony of the antients, the /:ficu/ty of 
an innovation, and the ea/rreſs of its detection, may 
be applied to all and each of theſe rites. W herefore 


whoever receives infant-baptiſm upon the foot of 


epeſtolic tradition, and upon ſuch prorf and evidence 
as 18 given of it, as above, if he is an bore? man; 
I ſay again, if he is an Hhoneſt man, he ought to give 
into the practice of all theſe rites and uſages. We 
don't think ourſelves indeed obliged to regard theſe 
things; we know that a variety of ſuperſtitious, ridi- 
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tulous, and fooliſh rites, were brought into the church 
in theſe times; we are not of opinion, as is ſug- 
geſted, that even the authority of the apoſtles a 
hundred years after their death, was ſufficient to 
keep an innovation from entring the church, nor 
even whilſt they were living; we are well aſſured, 
there never was ſuch a ſett of impure wretches un- 
der the chriſtian name, ſo unſound in principle, 
and ſo bad in practice, as were in the apoſtles days, 
and in the ages ſucceeding, called the pureſt ages 
of chriſtianity, We take the bible to be the 
only authentic, perfect, and ſufficient rule of faith 
and practice : we allow of no other head and law- 
giver but one, that is Chriſt; we deny that any 
men, or ſett of men, have any power to make 
laws in his houſe, or to decree rites and ceremonies, 
to be obſerved by his people, no not apoſtles them- 
ſelves uninſpired: and this gentleman out of this 
controverſy, is of the ſame mind with us; who aſſerts 
the above things we do; and affirms without the 
leaſt heſitation, that what is * ordained by the 
&« apoſtles, without any precept from the Lord, or 
&« any particular direction of the Holy Spirit, is 
© not at all obligatory as à law upon the con- 
“ ſciences of chriſtians ;—even e apoſtles had no 
C dominion over the faith and practice of chriſtians, 
but what was given them by the ſpecial pteſence, 
& and ſpirit of Chriſt, the only lawgiver, Lord, 
* and ſovereign of the church: they were to teach 
ce only the things which he ſhould command them; 
* and whatever they enjoined under the influence 
ce of that ſpirit, were to be conſidered and obeyed 
& as the injunctions of Chriſt ; but if they enjoin- 
e ed any thing in the church, without the peculiar 
„ influence and direction of this ſpirit, z. e. as 
« merely fallible and unalſiſted men, in that caſe, 
& their injunctions had no authority over conſci- 
* ence; and every man's own reafon had autho- 
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te rity to examine and diſcuſs their injunctions, as 
they approved themſelves to his private judg- 
*« ment, to obſerve them or not: ſhould we grant 
* what you aſk—lays he to his antagoniſt — 
& that the church in the preſent age, has the ſame 


% authority and power, as the church in the apo- 


ſtolic age, conſidered, as not being under any 
immediate and extraordinary guidance of the 
* Holy Ghoſt—what will you gain by it? this 


ſame authority and power is, you fee, Sir, really | 


no Power nor authority at all ©. The controverſy 


between us and our brethren on this head, is the 


fame as between papiſts and proteſtants about tra- 
dition, and between the chureh of England and 
diſſenters, about the chureh's power to decree rites 
and ceremonies; viz. whether chriſt is the ſole 
head and lawgiver in his church ; or whether any 
{ett of men have a power to: ſet aſide, alter, and 


change any laws of his, or preſcribe new ones; if 


the latter, then we own *tis all over with us, and 
we ought to ſubmit, and not carry on the diſpute 
any further: but ſince we both profeſs to make the 
bible our religion, and that only the rule of our faith 
and practice; let us unite upon this common princi- 
ple, and reject every tradition of men; and all rites 
and ceremonies whieh Chriſt hath not enjoined us; 
let us join in pulling down this prop of popery, and 
remove this ſcanaal of the protęſtant churches, I 
mean infant-baptiſm ; for ſure I am, ſo long as it 
is attempted to ſupport it upon the foot of apoſtolic 
tradition, no man can write with ſucceſs againſt 
the papiſte, or ſuch, who hold that the church has. 
a power to decree rites and ceremonies. 

However, if infant baptiſm is a tradition of the 
apoſtles, then this point muſt be gained, that it is 


not a ſcriptural buſineſs; for if it is of tradition, 


then not of ſcripture ; whoever Rog to tradi- 
tion, 


The diſſenting gentleman's ſecond letter, Sc. p. 29, 30. 
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tion, when a doctrine or practice can be proved by 
ſcripture ? Appealing to tradition, and putting it 
upon that foot, is giving it up as a point of ſcrip- 
ture: I might therefore be excuſed from conſiders 
ing what this writer has advanced from ſcripture, 
in favour of infant-baptiſm, and the rather, ſince 
there is nothing produced but what has been brought 
into the controverſy again and again, and has been 
anſwered over and over; but perhaps this gentle- 
man and his friends will be diſpleaſed, if I take no 
notice of his arguments from thence ; I ſhall there- 
fore juſt make ſome few remarks on them. But 
before 1 proceed, I muſt congratulate my readers 
upon the b/efſed !imes we are fallen into! what an 
enlightened'age! what an age of good ſenſe do we 
live in! what prodigious improvement in know- 
ledge is made! 'behold! 7zradition proved by ſcrip- 
ture | apoſtolic tradition proved by Abraham's cove- 
nant ! undoubted apoſtolic tradition proved from writ- 
ings in being hundreds of years before any of the apo- 
ftles were born! all extraordinary and of the marvel- 
lous kind] but let us attend to the proof of theſe things. 

The f7/t argument is taken from its being an in- 
conteſtable fact, that ihe infants of believers were re- 
ceived with their parents into covenant with God, 
in the former difpenfarions or ages of the church; 
which is a great privilege, a privilege {til} ſubſiſt- 
ing, and never revoked; wherefore the infants of 
believers, having ſtill a right to the ſame privilege, 
in conſequence have a right to baptiſm, which is 
now the only appointed token of God's covenant, 
and the only rite of admiſſion into it*: to which I 
reply, that it is not an inconteſtable faſt, but a fact 
conteſted, that ihe infants of believers were with their 


parents taken into covenant with God, in the for- 


mer diſpenſations and ages of the church; by which 


muſt be meant, the ages preceding the Abrabamic 
2 covenant 


3 Baptiſm of infants a reaſonable ſervice, Ec. p. 14, 15. 
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covenant; fince that is made, to furniſh out a /e- 
cond and diſtinct argument from this; and ſo the 
ſcriptures produced are quite impertinent, Gen. xvii, 
7, 10, 11, 12. Deut. xxix. 10, II, 12. Ezek. xvi. 
20, 21. ſeeing they refer to the Abrabamic and Mo- 
ſaic diſpenſations, of which hereafter. The firſt 
covenant made with man, was the covenant of 
works with Adam before the fall, which indeed in- 
cluded all his poſterity, but had no peculiar regard 
to the infants of believers ; he ſtanding as a federal 
head to all his ſeed, which no man ſince has ever 
done: and in him they all ſinned, were condemned, 
and dyed. This covenant, I preſume, this gentle- 
man can have no view unto : after the fall of Adam 

the covenant of grace was revealed, and the way of 
life and ſalvation by the Meſſiah ; but then this re- 
velation was only made to Adam and Eve perlon- 
ally, as intereſted in theſe things, and not to their 
natural ſeed and poſterity as ſuch, as being intereſt- 
ed in the ſame covenant of grace with them; for 
then all mankind muſt be taken into the covenant 
of grace; and if that gives a right to baptiſm, they 
have all an equal right unto it; and fo there is no- 
thing peculiar to the infants of believers, and of 
whom, there 1s not the leaſt ſyllable mentioned 
throughout the whole age or diſpenſation of the 
church, reaching from Adam to Noab; a length of 
time, almoſt equal to what has run out from the 
pirth of Chriſt, to the preſent age. The next co- 
venant we read of, is the covenant made with Noah 


after the flood, which was not made with him, and 


his immediate offspring only ; nor were they taken 
into covenant with him as the znfants of @ believer ; 
nor had they any ſacrament or 7ite given them, as 
a token of Jehovah being their God, and they bis 
children, and as ſtanding in a peculiar relation to him; 
will any one dare to ſay this of Fam, one of the 
immediate ſons of Noab ? The covenant was mage 
with 


5 


4 | 
with Noah and all mankind, to the end of thg 
world, and even with every living creature, and all 
the beaſts of the earth, promiſing them ſecurity 
from an univerſal deluge, as long as the world 
ſtands; and had nothing in it peculiar to the in- 
fants of believers; and theſe are all the covenants 
the ſcripture makes mention of, till that made 
with Abraham, of which in the next argument. 
This being the caſe, there is no room nor reaſon to 
talk of the greatneſs of this privilege, and of the 
continuance of it, and oi aſking when it was re- 
pealed, ſinge it does not appear to have been a fact; 
nor during theſe ages and diſpenſations of the 
church, was there ever any ſacrament, rite, or ce- 
remony, appointed for the admiſſion of perſons a- 
dult, or infants into covenant with God; nor was 
there ever any ſuch rite in any age of the world, nor 
is there no- the covenant with Adam, either of 
works or grace, had no ceremony of this kind; 
there was a token, and ſtill is, of Noah's covenant, 
the rainbow, but ndt a token or rite of admiſſion of 
perſons into it, but a token of the continuance and 
perpetuity of it in all generations; nor was circum- 
ciſion a rite of admiſſion of Abraham's ſeed into his 
covenant, as will quickly appear; nor is baptiſm 
now an initiatory rite, by which perſons are admit- 
ted into the covenant. Let this gentleman if he 
can, Point out to us where it is ſo deſcribed ; per- 
ſons ought to appear to be in the covenant of 
grace, and partakers of the bleſſings of it, the ſpi- 
rit of God, faith in Chriſt, and repentance towards 
God, before they are admitted to baptiſm This 


gentleman will find more work to ſupport his firft 


argument, than perhaps he was aware of ; the pre- 


miſes being bad, the concluſion muſt be wrong. I 


proceed to | 8 
The ſecond argument, taken from the /hrabamic 
covenant, which ſtands thus Ihe covenant God 
made 


(40) 

made with Abraham and his ſeed, Cen. xvii. into 
which his infants were taken together with himſelt, 
by the rite of circumciſion, 1s the very ſame we are 
#:Ww under, the ſame with that in Gal. iii. 16, 17. 
fill in force, and not to be diſannulled; in which 
we believing Gentiles are included, Rom. iv. g,— 
16, 17. and i ſo being Abraham's ſeed, have a right 
to all the grants and privileges of it; and ſo to the 
admiſſion of our infants to it, by the ſign and token 
of it, which is changed from circumciſion to bap- 
tiim*. But—1. tho* Abraham's feed were taken 
into covenant with him, which deſigns his adult 
poſterity in all generations, on whom it was enjoin- 4 
ed to circumciſe their infants, it does not follow 
that his infants were; but ſo it is, that wherever the 
words ſeed, children, &c. are ufed, it immediately 
runs in the heads of ſome men, that infants muſt 
be meant, tho' they are not neceſſarily included 
but be it fo, that Abrabam's infants were admitted 
with him, (tho' at the time of making this cove- 
nant, he had no infant with him, Jhmae! was then 
thirteen years of age) yet not as the infants of a be- 5 
liever; there were behevers and their infants then I 
living, who were left out of the covenant; and 
thoſe that were taken in, in ſucceſſive generations, 
were not the infants of believers only, but of un- 
believers alſo; even all the natural ſeed of the Fews, 
whether believers or unbelievers.—2. Thoſe that 
were admitted into this covenant, were not admit- 
ted by the rite of circumciſion, Abraham's ſemale ſeed 
were taken into covenant with him, as well as his 
male feed, but not by any viſible rite or ceremony z 
nor were his male ſeed admitted by any ſuch rite, 
no not by circumciſion ; for they were not to be 
circumciſed until the eighth day; to have circum- 
ciſed them ſooner would have been criminal; and | 
that they were in covenant from their birth. this 
gen- 
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gentleman, I preſume, will not deny. — 3g. The co- 
venant of circumciſion, as it is called 4#s vii. 8. 


cannot be the ſame covenant we are now under, 
ſince that is aboliſhed, Gal. v. 1, 2, 3. and it is a 


neu covenant, or a new adminiſtration of the co- 


venant of grace, that we are now under; the old 
covenant under the Mo/aic diſpenſation is waxen 
old, and vaniſhed away, eb. viii. 8, 13. nor is the 
covenant with Abrabam, Gen. xvii. the ſame with 
that mentioned in Gal. iii. 17. which is ſtill in forcey 
and not to be diſannulfed; the diſtance of time be- 
tween them does not agree, but falls ſhort of the 
apoſtles date, four and twenty years; for from the 
making of this covenant to the birth of aac, was 
one year, Gen. xvii. 1. and xxi. g. from thence to 
the birth of Jacob, ſixty years, Gen. xxv. 26. from 
thence to his going down to Egypt, one hundred 
and thirty years, Gen. xlvii. g. where the //raelites 
continued two hundred and fifteen!; and quickly 
after they came out. of Egypt, was the law given, 
which was but four hundred and fix years atter this 
covenant. The reaſon this gentleman gives, why 
they muſt be the ſame, will not hold good, vix. 
e this is the only covenant in which God gyer 
* made and confirmed promiles to Abraham, and to 
& his ſeed;“ ſince God made a covenant with A- 
braham before this, and confirmed it to his ſeed, 
and that by various rites, and uſages, and wonder- 
ful appearances, Gen. xv. 8, — 18. which covenant, 
and the confirmation of it, the apoſtle manifeſtly 
refers to in Gal. iii. 17. and with which his date 
exactly agrees, as the years are computed by Pa- 
res n thus; from the confirmation of the covenant, 


and taking Hagar to wife, to the birth of Zac, fi- 


teen years; from thence to the birth of Jacob, ſixty, 
Gen. xxv. 26, from thence to his going down to 
Egypt, one hundred and thirty, Gen. xlvii 9. from 

thence 


L See Pool's annotations on Gal iii. 17. «= In ib. 
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thence to his death, ſeventeen, Ger. xlvii. 28. from 
th-::ce to the death of Joſepb, fifty three, Gen. l. 26. 
from thence to the birth of Moſes, ſeventy five 
from thence to the going out of /rael from Egypt, 
and the giving of the law, eighty years; in all four 
hundred and thirty years.—4. It is allowed, that 
the covenant made with rabam, Gen. xvii. is 
of a mixed kind, conſiſting partly of temporal, : 
and partly of ſpiritual bleſſings; and that there is 
a twofold feed of Abraham, to which they ſeverally 
belong; the temporal bleſſings, to his natural ſced 
the Jer, and the ſpiritual bleſſings, to his ſpiri- 
tual ſeed, even all true believers that walk in the 
ſteps of "i faith, Jews, or Gentiles, Rom. iv. 11, 
12, 16. believing Gentiles are Abraham's ſpiritual 
ſeed, but then they have a right only to the ſpiri- 
tual bleſſings of the covenant, not to a the grants 
and privileges of it, for inſtance, not to the land of 
Canaan ; and as for their natural ſeed, theſe have no 
right, as ſuch, to any of the bleſſings of this covenant, 
temporal or fpiritual : for either they are the natural, 
or the ſpiritual ſeed of Abraham; not his natural 
ſeed, no one will fay that ; not his ſpiritual ſeed, 
for only believers are ſuch; hey which are of faith 
(believers) the ſame are the children of Abraham ; 
and if ye be Chriſt's (i. e. believers) then are ye Abra- 
hams ſeed, and heirs according lo the promiſe ; and 
it is time enough to claim the promiſe, and the 
grants and privileges of it, be they what they will, 
when they appear to be believers; and as for the 
natural ſeed of believing Gentiles, there is not the 
teaſt mention made of them in Abraham's cove- 
nant.—-5. Since Abraham's ſeed were not admitted 
mto covenant with him, by any viſible rite or 
token, no not by circumciſion, which was not a 
rite of admiſſion into the covenant, but a token 
of the continuance of it to his natural ſeed, and 


of their diſtinction from other nations, until the 
Meſſiah 
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( 43 ) 
Meſſiah came; and fince therefore baptiſm cannot 
ſucceed it as ſuch, nor are the one or the other 
ſeals of the covenant of grace, as I have elſewhere * 
proved, and ſhall not now repeat; upon the 
whole, this ſecond argument can be of no force 
in favour of infant-baptiſm: and here, if any 
where, is the proper time and place for this gen- 
tleman to aſk for the repeal of this antient privilege, 
as he calls it”, of infants being taken into cove- 
nant with their parents, or to ſhew when it was 
repealed; to which I anſwer, that the covenant 
made with Abraham, into which his natural feed 
were taken with him, ſo far as it concerned them 
as ſuch, or was a national covenant, it was aboliſh- 
ed and diſanulled, when the people of the Fews 
were cut off as a nation, and as a church ; when 
the Moſaic diſpenſation was put an end unto, by the 
coming, ſufferings, and death of Chriſt, and by 
the deſtruction of that people on their rejection of 
him; when God wrote a Loammi upon them, and 
ſaid, ye are not my people, and I will not be your God, 
Hol. i. 9. when he took his ſtaff, beauty, and cut it 
aſunder, that he might break his covenant he had 
made with this people, Zech. xi. 10. when the old 
covenant and the old ordinances were removed, 
and the old church-ſtate utterly deſtroyed, and a 
new church-ſtate was ſet up, and new ordinances 
appointed; and for which new rules were given; 
and to which none are to be admitted, without the 
obſervance of them ; which leads me to 

The third argument taken from the commiſ- 
ſion of Chriſt for baptiſm, Matt. xxviii. 19. and 
from the natural and neceſſrry ſenſe in which the 
apoſtles would underſtand it *; tho* this gentleman 
owns that it is delivered in ſuch general terms, as 
not certainly to determine whether adult believers 
| G only, 
The divine right of infant-baptiſm diſproved, p. $5—61., 

> Reaſonable ſervice, &c. p. 16. 1 Ib p. . 9. —23. 
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-pnly, or the infants alſo of ſuch are to be bap- 
tized; and if ſo, then ſurely no argument can be 


drawn from it for admitting infants to baptiſm. 


And 
1. The rendring of the words, diſciple or proſelyte 
all nations, baptizing them, will not help the cauſe 
of infant · baptiſm; for one can't be a proſelyte to 
any religion, unleſs he is taught it, and embraces and 
profeſſes it; tho* had our Lord uſed a word which 
conveyed ſuch an idea, the evangeliſt Matthew was 
not at a loſs for a proper word or phraſe to expreſs it 
by; and doubtleſs would hai: made uſe of another 
clear and expreſs, as he does in ch. xxiii. 13.—2. 
The ſuppoſitions this writer makes, that if, inſtead 
of baptizing them, it had been ſaid circumciſing them, 


the apoſtles without any farther warrant would have 


naturally and juſtly thought, that upon proſelyting 
the Gentile parent, and circumciſing him, his in- 
fants alſo were to be circumciſed : or if the 7wwelve 
patriarchs of old had had a divine command given 
them, to go into Egypt, Arabia, &c. and teach 
them the God of Abraham, circumciſing them ; they 
would have underſtood it as authorizing them to 
perform this ceremony not upon the parent only, 
but alſo upon the infants of ſuch as believed on 
the God of Abraham. As theſe ſuppoſitions are 
without foundation, ſo I greatly queſtion whether 
they would have been ſo underſtood, without ſome 
inſtructions and explanations; and beſides, the 
caſes put are not parallel to this before us; ſince 
the circumciſion of infants was enjoined and prac- 
tiſed before ſuch a ſuppoſed commiſſion and com- 
mand; whereas the baptiſm of infants was neither 
commanded nor practiſed before this commiſſion 
of Chriſt; and therefore could not Tead them to 


any ſuch thought as this, whatever the other might 


do.—3. The characters and circumſtances of the 


apoſtles to whom the commiſſion was given, will 
NOE 
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not at all conclude that they apprehended infants 
to be actually included; ſome, in which they are 
repreſented, being entirely falſe, and others nothing 
to the purpoſe: Jets they were indeed, but men 
that knew that the covenant of circumciſion was not 
{till in force, but aboliſhed Men, who could ne- 
ver have obſerved that infants of believers with 
their parents had always been admitted into cove- 
nant, and paſſed under the ſame initiating rite—-- 
Men, who could not know, that the Gentiles were 
to be taken into a joint participation of all the pri- 
vileges of the Jew church; but muſt know that 
both believing Fews and Gentiles were to conſtitute 
a new church- ſtate, and to partake of new. privi- 
leges and ordinances, which the Fewiſh church 
knew nothing of —Men' who were utter ſtrangers 
to the baptiſm of Gentile proſelytes, to the Fewih 
religion, and of their infants; and to any baptiſm, 
but the ceremonial ablutions, before the times of 
John the Baptiſt Men, who were not tenacious of 
their antient rites after the Spirit was poured down 
upon them at Pentecoſt, but knew they were now 
aboliſhed, and at an end—Men, tho' they had ſcen 
little children brought @ Chriſt to have his hands 
Jaid on them, yet had never ſeen an infant baptized 
in their days Men, who tho' they knew that 
infants were ſinners, and under a ſentence of con- 
demnation, and needed remiſſion of fin and juſtifi- 
cation, and that baptiſm was a means of leading 
the faith of adult perſons to Chriſt for them; yet 
knew that it was not by baptiſm, but by the blood 
of Chriſt that theſe things are obtained—Men, that 
knew that Chriſt came to ſet up a new church-ſtate; 
not national as before, but congregational; not 
_ conſiſting of carnal men, and of infants without 
underſtanding ; but of ſpiritual and rational men, 
believers in Chriſt; and therefore could not be led 
to conclude that infants were comprehended in the 
commiſſion : nor is Chriſt's fence with reſpect to 
| G2 infants 
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infants to be conſtrued into a ſtrong and moſt ma- 
nifeſt preſumption in their favour, which would be 
preſumption indeed; or his not excepting them, a 
permiſſion or order to admit them: perſons capable 
of making ſuch conſtructions, are capable of doing 
and ſaying any thing. I haſten to 

The fourth argument drawn from the evident and 
clear conſequences of other paſſages of ſcripture", as 

1. From Rom. xi. 17. and if ſome of the branches 
be broken off, &c. here let it be noted, that the 
olive-tree is npt the Abrahamic covenant or church, 
into which the Gentiles were grafted ; for they ne- 
ver were grafted into the Jeuiſb church, that with 
all its peculiar ordinances being aboliſned by Chriſt; 
ſignified by the ſhaking of the heaven and the 
earth, and the removing of things ſhaken, He. xii. 
26, 27. but the Goſpel church-ſtate, out of which 
the unbelieving Fews were left, and in which the 
believing Gentiles were engrafted, but not in the 
ſtead of the unbelieving Jews: and by the root 
and fatneſs of the olive-tree are meant, not the re- 
ligious privileges and grants belonging to the Jewiſh 
covenant or church, which the Gentiles had no- 
thing to do with, and are aboliſhed ; but the pri- 
vileges and ordinances of the Goſpel-church, which 
they with the believing Jews jointly partook of, 
being incorporated together in the ſame church- 
ſtare; and which, as it is the meaning of Rom. xi. 
17. ſo of Eph. iii. 6. in all which there is not the 
leaſt ſyllable of baptiſm, and much leſs of infant- 
baptiſm or of the faith of a parent grafting his 
children with himſelf, into the church, or covenant- 


relation to God; which is a mere chimera, that 


has no foundation either in reaſon or ſcripture. 

2. From Mark x. 14. Suffer little children to come 
unto me, &c. and John iii. 5. Except any one is born 
of water, &c. from theſe two paſſages put toge- 
ther, it is fajd, the right of infants to baptiſm may 

be 


7 Ib. p. 23—28. 
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he clearly inferred; for in one they are declared 
actually to have a place in God's kingdom or 
church, and yet into it, the other as expreſsly ſays, 
none can be admitted without being baptized. But 
ſuppoling the former of theſe texts is to be under». 
ſtood of infants not in a metaphorical ſenſe, or of 
ſuch as are compared to infants for humility, Sc. 
which ſenſe ſome verſons lead unto, and in which 
way ſome Pædobaptiſts interpret the words, parti- 
cularly Calvin, bur literally ; then by the kingdom of 
God is not meant the viſible church on earth, or a 
Goſpel church-ſtate; which is not national, but con- 
gregational, conſiſting of perſons gathered out of 
the world by the grace of God, and that make a 
public profeſſion of the name of Chriſt ; which in- 
fants are incapable of, and ſo are not taken into it: 
beſides, this ſenſe would prove too much, and what 
this writer would not chuſe to give into, vz. that 
infants having a place in this kingdom or church, 
muſt have a right to all the privileges of it; to the 
Lord's ſupper, as well as to baptiſm ; and ought 
to be treated in all reſpects as other members of it. 
Wherefore it ſhould be interpreted of the king- 
dom of glory, into which we doubt not that ſuch 
as theſe in the text are admitted; and then the 
ſtrength of our Lord's argument lies here; that 
ſince he came to ſave ſuch infants as theſe, as well 
as adult perſons, and bring them to heaven, they 
ſhould not be hindered from being brought to him, 
to be touched by him, and healed of their bodily 
diſeaſes : and ſo the other text is to be underſtood 
of the kingdom of God or heaven, in the ſame 
ſenſe; but not of water baptiſm as neceſſary to it; 
or that without which there is no entrance into it; 
which miſtaken, ſhocking and ſtupid ſenſe of them, 
ted Anftin, and the African churches into a con- 
firmed belief and practice of infant-baptiſm; and 
this ſenſe being imbibed, will juitity him in all his 

| monſtrous 
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monſtrous abſurd and impious tenets, as this writers 
calls them, about the ceremony of baptiſmal wa- 
ter, and the abſolute neceſſity of it unto ſalvation : 
whereas the plain meaning of the words is, that 
except a man be born again of the grace of the 
Spirit of God, comparable to water, he cannot en- 
ter into the kingdom of God, or be a partaker of 
the heavenly glory; or without the regenerating 
ace of the Spirit of God, which in Tit. iii. 5. is 
called the waſhing of regeneration, and renewing of 
the Holy Ghojt, there can be no meetneſs for, no g 
reception into, the kingdom of heaven; and there- j 
fore makes nothing for the baptizing of infants. 
3. A diſtinction between the children of belie- 
vers, and of unbelievers 1s attempted from 1 Cor. 
Vit. 14. as if the one were in a viſible covenant- 
relation to God, and the other not; whereas the 
text ſpeaks not of two forts of children, but of one 
and the ſame, under ſuppoſed different circum- 
ftances ; and are to be underſtood not of any fe- 
deral, but matrimonial holineſs, as I have ſhewn 
elftewhere *, to which I refer the reader, As for 
the Queries with which the argument is concluded, 
they are nothing to the purpoſe, unleſs it could be 
made out, that it is the will of God that infants 
ſhould be baptized, and that the baptiſm of them 
would give them the remiſſion of fins, and juſtify 
their perfons ; neither of which are true: and of 
the ſame kind is the Harangue in the introduction to 
this treatiſe : and after all a poor, ſlender provi- 
fion 1s made for the ſalvation of infants, accord- 
mg to this author's own ſcheme, which only con- 
cerns the infants of believers, and leaves all others \ 
to the uncovenanted mercies of God, as he calls ; 
them; ſeeing the former are but a very ſmall part 
of the :houſards of infants that every day languiſh 
PE Yo under ; 
.* The divine right of infant-baptim diſproved, Ac. p. 73. 0 
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under grievous diſtempers, are tortured, convulf- 
ed, and in piteous agonies give up the Ghoſt. 
Nor have I any thing to do with what this writer 
ſays, concerning the moral purpoſes and uſe of in- 
fant-baptiſm in religion; ſince the thing itſelf is 
without any foundation in the word of God : upon 
the whole, the baptiſm of infants is fo far from 
being a reaſonable ſervice, that it is a moſt anrea- 
ſonable one; ſince there is neither precept nor pre- 
cedent for it in the ſacred writings; and is neither 
to be proved by ſcripture nor tradition. 


* 
— — — 


An ANSWER o @ Welch Clergyman's 
Twenty ARGUMENTS 32 favour of 
Intant-baptiſm, with ſome Stritures 
on what the ſaid Author has ad- 
vanced concerning the Mode of Bap- 


 tifm. 


Book fame time ago being publiſhed in the 
A Welch language, entituled. A Guide to a 
** taving Knowlydge of the Principles and Duties 
of Religion, vi. Queſtions and Scriptural An- 
4 ſwers, relating to the Doctrine contained in the 
4 Church - Catechiſm, Sc. Some extracts out of 
it reſpecting the ordinance of baptiſm, its ſubject, 
and mode, being communicated to me, vith a re- 
queſt from our friends in Wales to make ſome re- 
ply unto, and alſo to draw up ſome reaſons, for 
diſſenting from the church of England; both which 
T have undertook, and ſhall attempt in the follow- 
ing manner. 

I ſhall take but little notice of what this author 
ſays, part. 5. p. 40. concerning ſponſors in baptiſm, 
but refer the reader to what is ſaid of them, in the 
reaſcns for diſſenting, hereunto annexed. This wri- 
ter himſelf owns, that the practice of having ſure- 
ties is not particularly mentioned in ſcripture ; only 
he would have it, that it has in general obtained in 
the churches from the primitive times, and was en- 
acted by the powers which God has appointed, and 
whoſe ordinances are to be ſubmitted to, when they 
are not contrary to thoſe of God, 1 Pet. ii. 13. 
Rom. xiii. 1, 2. Tt. iii. 1, 2. and muſt be al- 
| lowed to be of great ſervice, if the ſureties oy 
fille 
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filled their engageraents. The anſwer to all which 
is, that ſince it is not mentioned in ſcripture, it de- 
ſerves no regard ; at leaſt, this can never recom- 
mend it to ſuch, who make the Bible the rule of 
their faith and practice; and as to its obtaining in 
primitive times, it is indeed generally aſcribed to 
_ pope Hyginus, as an invention of his; but the ge- 
nuineneſs of the epiſtles attributed to him and 
others, is called in queſtion by learned men, and are 
condemned by them as ſpurious ; but were they 
genuine, neither his office nor his age would have 
much weight and authority with us, who are not to 
be determined by the decrees of popes and councils : 
the powers ſpoken of in the ſcriptures referred to, 
were Heathen magiſtrates, who ſurely had no au- 
thority to enact any thing relating to goſpel-worſhip 
and ordinances; nor can it be reaſonably thought 
they ſhould ; and ſubmiſſion and obedience to them, 
are required in things of a civil nature, not eccleſia- 
ſtical, as the ſcope of the paſſages, and their context 
manifeſtly ſnew; nor has God given power and 
authority to any ſet of men whatever, to enact laws 
and ordinances of religious worſhip; nor are we 
bound to ſubmit to all ordinances of men in reli- 
gious matters, that are not contrary to the appoint- 
ments of God, that is, that are not expreſsly forbid- 
den in his word; for by this means all manner of 
ſuperſtition and will-worſhip may be introduced. 
Oil and ſpittle in baptiſm are no where forbidden, 
nor is the baptizing ot bells; yet theſe ordinances of 
men are not to be ſubmitted to, and a multitude of 
others of the like kind : we are not only to take 
care to do what God has commanded, but to reject 
what he has not commanded ; remembring the caſe 
of Nadab and Abibu, who offered ſtrange fire to the 
Lord, which he commanded not. And whereas 
it is ſuggeſted, that this practice would be very ſer- 
viceable were the engagements of ſureties fulfilled, 

It 
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It is not practicable they ſhould ; it is impoſſible to 
do what they engage to do, even for themſelves, 
and much leſs for others, as is obſerved in the rea- 
ſons, before referred to. | 
But paſſing theſe things, I ſhall chiefly attend to 
the zwenty arguments, which this writer has ad- 
vanced in favour of infant-baptiſm, pag 41—45. 
The firſt argument runs thus: Baptiſm, which 
„ is a ſeal of the covenant of grace, ſhould not 
c be forbid to the children of believers, ſeeing they 
& are under condemnation thro' the covenant of 
& works; and if they are left without an intereſt in 
ce the covenant of grace, they then would be to 
< their parents great diſtreſs, under a dreadful ſen- 
ce tence of eternal condemnation, without any ſign 
c or promiſe of the mercy of God, or of an intereſt 
« in Chriſt; being by nature children of wrath as 
others, and conſequently without any hope of 
&« ſalvation, if they die in their infancy.** In which 
there are ſome things true, and others falſe, and no- 
thing that can be improved into an argument in fa- 
vour of infant-baptiſm. 1. It is true that the in- 
fants of believers, as well as others, are by nature 
the children of wrath, and under condemnation 
thro? the covenant of works; ſo all mankind are as 
conſidered in Adam, and in conſequence of his ſin 
and fall, ſee Rom. v. 12, 18.—But, 2. It is not 
baptiſm that can ſave them from wrath and con- 
demnation ; a perſon may be baptized in water, and 
yet not ſaved from wrath to come, and ſtill lie un- 
der the ſentence of condemnation, being notwith- 
ſtanding that, in the gall of bitterneſs, and bond of 
iniquity, as the caſe of Simon Magus ſhews. Tho' Þ| 
this writer ſeems to be of opinion, that baptiſm is 
a ſaving ordinance, and that a perſon cannot be 
ſaved without it; and indeed he expreſsly ſays, 
p- 27. that in general it is neceſſary to ſalvationz | 
as if ſalvation was by it, (which is a popiſh notion) 
& and 
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and there was none without it; but the inſtance of 
the penitent thief, is a proof to the contrary; the 
text does not ſay, he that is baptized ſhall be ſaved, 
but he that believeth and is baptized; nor is it any 
where ſuggeſted, that a perſon dying without bap- 
tiſm ſhall be damned. It is Chriſt only, and not 
baptiſm, that ſaves from wrath and condemnation, 
—3. Being un-baptized, does not leave without an 
intereſt in the covenant of grace, or exclude from 
the hope of ſalvation, or the mercy of God, or an 
intereſt in Chriſt ; perſons may have an intereſt in all 
theſe, and yet not be baptized. See the ſtrange 
contradiction men run into when deſtitute of truth; 
one while the covenant of grace is faid to be made 
with believers, and their ſeed, as in the next argu- 
ment, and ſo their infants being in it, have a right 
to baptiſm z at another time it is baptiſm that puts 
them into the covenant; and if they are not bap- 
tized they are left without intereſt in it, and, to the 
great grief of their parents, under a dreadful ſentence 
of eternal condemnation. But, 4. as the ſalvation 
of an infant dying in its infancy is one of the ſecret 
things which belong unto the Lord, a judicious 
chriſtian parent will leave it with him; and find 
more relief from his diſtreſs by hoping in the grace 
and mercy of God thro' Chriſt, and in the virtue 
and efficacy of his blood and righteouſneſs, which 
may be applied unto it without baptiſm, than he 
can in baptiſm ; which he may obſerve, may be ad- 
miniſtred to a perſon and yet be damned. For 5. 
baptiſm is no ſeal of the covenant of grace, nor does 
it give any perſon an intereſt in it, or ſeal it to 
them; a perſon may be baptized, and yet have no 
intereſt in the covenant, as Simon Magus and others, 
and to whom it was never ſealed ; and on the other 
hand, a perſon may be in the covenant of grace, 
and it may be ſealed to him, and he aſſured of his 


intereſt of it, and not yet baptized : the blood of 
H2 Chriſt 
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Chriſt is the feal of the covenant, and the ſpirit of 
Chriſt is the ſealer of the ſaint's intereſt in it. And, 
after all, 6. if baptiſm has ſuch virtue in it, as to 
give an intereſt in the covenant of grace, to be a 
ſign and promiſe of mercy, and of our intereſt 
in Chriſt, and furniſh out hope of ſalvation, 
and ſecure from wrath and condemnation, why 
ſhould not compaſſion be ſhewn to the children of 
unbelievers, who are in the ſame ſtate and condition 
by nature? for I oblerve all along, that in this and 
the following arguments, baptiſm is wholly re- 
ſtrained to the children of believers: upon the 
whole, the argument from the ſtate of infants to 
their baptiſm is impertinent and fruitleſs ; ſince 
there is no ſuch efficacy in baptiſm, to deliver them 

from it *. | | 
The ſecond argument is: The children of be- 
* lievers ſhould be admitted to baptiſm, ſince as 
« the covenant of works, and the ſeal of. it be- 
longed to Adam and his children, ſo the covenant 
of grace, and the ſeal thereof belongs thro? Chriſt, 
to believers and their children :** to which it may 
be replied, 1. That it is indeed true, that the cove- 
nant of works belonged to Adam and his poſterity, 
he being a federal head unto them; but then it does 
not appear, that that covenant had any ſeal belong- 
ing to it, ſince it needed none, nor was it proper it 
ſhould have any, ſeeing it was not to continue. And 
if the tree of life is intended, as I ſuppoſed it is, 
whatever that might be a ſign of, it was no ſeal of 
any thing; nor did it belong to Adam's children, who 
were never ſuffered to partake of it.—2. There is a 
great diſparity between Adam and believers, and the 
relation they ſtand in to their reſpective offspring: 
Adam ſtood as a common head and repreſentative to 
all his poſterity, not ſo believers to theirs ; they are 
no 


a See the introduction to the baptiſm of infants, a reaſonable 
fervice, &C. to which this is an anſwer. 
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no common heads unto them, or repreſentatives of 
them; wherefore tho' the covenant of works be- 
longed to Adam and his poſterity, it does not fol- 
low, that the covenant of grace belongs to believers 
and their children, they not ſtanding in the ſame 
relation he did. There never were but two cove- 
nant-heads, Adam and Chriſt, and between them, 
and them only, the parallel will run, and in this 
form; that as the covenant of works belonged to 
Adam and his ſeed, ſo the covenant of grace belongs 
to Chriſt and his feed. —3. As it does not appear 
there was any ſeal belonging to the covenant of 
works, ſo we have ſeen already, that baptiſm is not 
the ſeal of the covenant of grace; wherefore this ar- 
gument in favour of infant-baptiſm is weak and fri- 
volous: the reaſon this author adds to ſtrengthen 
the above argument, is very lamely and improperly 
expreſſed, and impertinently urged ; “ for we are 
« not to imagine, that there is more efficacy in the 
« covenant of works, to bring condemnation on the 
children of the unbelieving, thro' the fall of 
« Adam; than there is virtue in the covenant of 
« grace, thro* the mediation of the fon of God, 
the ſecond Adam, to bring ſalvation to the ſeed 
of thoſe that believe, Rom. v. 15, 18.“ For the 
covenant of works being broken by the fall of Adam, 
brought condemnation not on the chiliren of the 
unbelieving only, but of believers alſo, even on all 
his poſterity, to whom he ſtood a federal head; and 
ſo the covenant of grace, of which Chriſt the ſecond 
Adam is the mediator, brings falvation not to the 
ſced of thoſe that believe, many of whom never be- 
lieve, and to whom ſalvation is never brought, nor 
they to that; but to all Chriſt's ſpiritual ſeed and 
offspring, to whom he ſtandsa federal head ; which 
is the ſenſe of the paſſages of ſcripture referred to, 
and ſerves no ways to ſtrengthen the cauſe of infant- 
baptiſm, 
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The third argument runs thus : © The ſeed of 
<« believers are to be baptized into the ſame cove- 
4 nant with themſelves ; ſeeing infants while infants, 
« as natural parts of their parents, are included in 
<< the ſame threatnings, which are denounced againſt 
wicked parents, and in the ſame promiſes as are 
<« made to godly parents, being branches of one 
« root, Rom. xi. 16. Deut. iv. 37, 40. and xxviii. 
« 1,—4. and xxx. 6, 19. Pf. cii. 28. Prov. xi. 
« 21. and xx. 7. Fer. xxxii. 38, 39. Exod. xx. 5. 
« and xxiv. 7. Deut. Xxvii. 15, 18, 45, 46. Pf. 
« XXi. 10. and cxix. 9, 10. J. xiv. 20, 21. Jer. 
« XxXi1. 28. and xxxvi. 21.” Here let it be ob- 
ſerved 1. that it is pleaded that infants ſhould be 
baptized into the ſame covenant with their parents, 
meaning no doubt the covenant of grace; that is, 
ſhould by baptiſm be brought into the covenant, as 
it is expreſſed in Arg. 7th, or elſe I know not what 
is meant by being baptized into the ſame covenant 
and yet in the preceding argument it is urged, that 
the covenant of grace belongs to the infants of be- 
lievers, that is, they are in it, and therefore are to 
be baptized : an inſtance this of the glaring contra- 
diction before obſerved. 2. Threatnings indeed 
are made to wicked parents and their children, 
partly to ſhew the heinouſneſs of their fins, and to 
deter them from them; and partly to expreſs God's 
hatred of fin, and his punitive juſtice z and alſo to 
point out original ſin and the corruption of nature in 
infants, and what they muſt expect when grown up 
if they follow the examples of their parents, and 
commit the ſame or like ſins ; but what is all this to 
infant-baptiſm ? Why, 3. In like manner promiſes 
are made to godly parents and their children, and 
ſeveral paſſages are referred to in proof of it; ſome 
of theſe are of a temporal nature, and are deſigned 
to ſtir up and encourage good men to the diſcharge 
of their duty, and have no manner of regard to wy 
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ſpiritual or religious privilege ; and ſuch as are of a 
ſpiritual nature, which reſpect converſion, ſanctifi- 
cation, Sc. when theſe take place on the ſeed of 
believers, then, and not till then, do they appear to 
have any right to Goſpel-ordinances, ſuch as bap- 
tiſm and the Lord's ſupper ; wherefore the argu- 
ment from promiſes to ſuch privileges, before the 
things promiſed are beſtowed, is of no force. 

The fourth argument is much of the ſame kind 
with the foregoing, viz. © There are many exam- 
« ples recorded in ſcripture wherein the infants of 
* ungodly men are involved with their parents in 
% heavy judgments ; therefore as the judgment and 
«« curſe which belong to the wicked, belong alſo to 
their ſeed, ſo the privileges of the ſaints belong 
* alſo to their offspring, unleſs they reject the God 
<« of their fathers. The juſtice and wrath of God 
eis not more extenſive to deſtroy the offspring of 
© the wicked, than his grace and mercy is to ſave 
<« thoſe of the faithful; therefore baptiſm, the ſign 
6 of the promiles of God's mercy, is not to be de- 
„% nied to ſuch infants, Numb, xiv. 33. 2 Kings v. 
„ 27. Joſh. vii. 24, 25. r. xxii. 28.” The an- 
ſwer given to the former may ſuffice for this: to 
which may be added — 1. That the inflicting judg- 
ments on the children of ſome wicked men is an in- 
ſtance of the ſovereign juſtice of God, and his be- 
ſtowing privileges on the children of ſome good 
men is an inſtance of his ſovereign grace, who pu- 
niſnes whom he will, and has mercy on whom he 
will : for, 2. God does not always proceed in this 
method; he ſometimes beſtows the bleſſings of his 
grace on the children of the wicked, and inflicts 
deſerved puniſhment on the children of good men; 
the ſeed of the wicked don't always inherit their 
curſes, nor the ſeed of the godly their bleſſings; 
wherefore ſuch diſpenſations of God can be no rule 


of conduct to us, and particularly with * 
bap- 
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baptiſm.—And, 3. Whatſoever privileges belong 
to the ſeed of believers we are very deſirous they 
ſhould enjoy; nor would we deprive them of any; 
let it be ſhewn that baptiſm belongs to them as ſuch, 
and we will by no means deny it to them. But, 4. 
Whereas it is ſaid that the privileges of ſaints belong 
to their offspring, adding this exceptive clauſe, © un- 
« Jeſs they reject the God of their fathers ;”? it ſeems 
moſt proper, prudent and adviſcable, particularly 
in the caſe before us, to wait and ſee whether they 
will receive or reject, follow or de part from the God 
of their fathers. | 
The , argument is formed thus: The chil- 
„ dren of believers are to be baptized now as thoſe 
4 of the Jews were circumcifed formerly; for cir- 
& cumciſion was then the ſcal of the covenant, as 
« baptiſm is now, which Chriſt has appointed in 
lieu thereof. Abrabam and his fon Imael, and 
« all that were born in his houſe, were circumciſed 
the lame day; and God commanded all Vael to 
bring their children into the covenant with them, 
<« to give them the ſeal of it, and circumciſe them, 
& Gen. xvii. Deut. xxix. 10— 12. Col. ii. 11, 12.“ 
To all which I reply, 1. that circumciſion was no 
ſeal of the covenant of grace; if it was, the cove- 
nant of grace from Adam to Azraham was without 
a ſeal. It is called a fg in Gen. xvi. the pallage 
referred to, but not a ſeal : it is indeed in Rom. iv. 
tr. ſaid to be a ſeal of the righteouſneſs of the faith, 
not to infants, not to Abraham's natural ſeed, only 
to himſelf ; aſſuring him that he ſhould be the fa- 
ther of many nations, in a ſpiritual ſenſe, and that 
the righteouſneſs of faith he had, ſhould come upon 
the Gentiles ; whercfore this mark or ſign continued 
until the Goſpel], in which the righteouſneſs of God 
is revealed from faith to faith, was preached unto 
the Gentiles, and received by them; to which may 
be added, that there were many living who were 
1 m- 
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intereſted in the covenant of grace, when circum- 
ciſion was appointed, and yet it was not ordered to 
them, as it would, had it been a ſeal of that cove- 
nant 3 and on the other hand, it was enjoined ſuch 
who had no intcreſt in the covenant of grace, and 
to whom it could not be a ſeal of it, as /Þmael, Eſau, 
and others, And, 2. it has been ſhewn already, 
that baptiſm is no ſeal of the ſaid covenant. Nor, 
3. is it appointed by Chriſt in lieu of circumciſion, 
nor does it ſucceed it ; there is no agreement be- 
tween them in their ſubjects, uſe, and manner of 
adminiſtration ; and what moſt clearly ſhews that 
baptiſm did not come in the room of circumciſion, 
is, that it was in force and uſe before circumciſion 
was aboliſhed ; which was not till the death of 
Chriſt ; whereas years before that, multitudes were 
baptized, and our Lord himſelf ; and therefore it 
being in force before the other was out of date, 
cannot with any propriety be ſaid to ſucceed it. 

This writer, p. 28.has advanced ſeveral things to 
provethat baptiſm came in the room of circumciſion. 
iſt, He argues from the Lord's ſupper being 
inſtead of the paſchal Lamb, that therefore bap- 
tiſm muſt be in the room of circumciſion, which 
is ceaſed ; or elſe there muſt be a deficiency, , But 
it does not appear that the Lord's ſupper is in the 
room of the paſſover ; it followed that indeed, in 
the inſtitution and celebration of it by Chriſt, but 
it was not inſtituted by him-to anſwer the like pur- 
poſes as the paſſover; nor are the ſame perſons 
admitted to the one as to the other ; and beſides, 
was the Lord's ſupper in the room of the paſſover, 
it does not follow from thence that baptiſm muſt be 
in the room of circumciſion : but then it is ſaid, 
there will be a deficiency ; a deficiency of what. ? 
all thoſe ceremonial rites, : the paſſover and circum- 
cifion, with many others, pointed at Chriſt, Fes 
| | - 
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have had their fulfilment in him ; he is come, and 
is the body and ſubſtance of them ; and therefore 
there can be no deficiency, ſince he is in- the room 
of them, and is the fulfilling end of them ; nor 
can any other but he, with any propriety, be ſaid 
to come in the room of them. And there can be 
no deficiency of grace, ſince he is full of it; nor 
of ordinances, for he has appointed as many as he 
thought fit. 

. 2dly. This author urges, that it is proper dere 
ſhould be two ſacraments under the goſpel, as there 
were two under the law, one for adult perſons, the 
other for their children, as were the paſchal Lamb 
and circumciſion. Bur if every thing that was typi- 
cal of Chrift, as thoſe two were, were ſacraments, it 
might as well be ſaid there were two and twenty 
ſacraments under the law as two; and according 
to this way of reaſoning, there ſhould be as many 
under the goſpel. Moreover, of theſe two, one 
was not for adult perſons only, and the other for 
their children; for they were each of them both for 
adult perſons and children too ; they that partook 
of the one had a right to the other; all that were 
circumciſed might eat of the paſſover, and none 
but they and if this is a rule and direction to us 
now, if infants have a right to baptiſm, they ought 
to be admitted to the Lord's ſupper. 

2dly. Baptiſm, he ſays, is appointed for a like 
end as circumciſion, namely, for the admiſſion of 
perſons into the church, which is not true; circum- 
ciſion was appointed for another end, and not for 
that; the Jewiſh church was national, and as ſoon 
as an infant was born, it was a member of it, even 
before circumciſion, and therefore it could not be 
admitted by it; nor is baptiſm for any ſuch end; 
nor are perſons admitted into a viſible church of 

5: of by it ; they may be baptized, and yet not 

MY mem- 


(5675) 

members of a church: what church was the eu- 
nuch admitted into, or did he become a member of, 
by his baptiſm? . 

4thly. This writer affirms; that the Holy Spirit 
calls baptiſm circumciſion, i. e. the circumcifion 
made without hands ; having the ſame ſpiritual de- 
ſign, and is termed the chriſtian circumciſion, or 
that of Chriſt; it anſwering to circumcihon, an 
being ordained by Chriſt in the room of it. To ſay 
that baptiſm is ordained by Chriſt in the room of 
circumciſion, is begging the queſtion , nor is there 
any thing in it that anſwers to circumciſion ; nor is 
it called the circumciſion of Chriſt, in Col. ii. 11. 
which I ſuppoſe is the place referred to; for not 
that, but internal circumciſion, the circumciſion 
of the heart is meant, which Chriſt by his ſpirit is 
the author of, and therefore called his ; and the 
ſame is the circumciſion made without hands, in 
oppolition to circumciſion in the fleſh, it being by 
the powerful and efficacious grace of God, without 
the aſſiſtance of men ; nor can baptiſm, with any 
ſhew of reaſon, or appearance of truth, be fo cal- 
led, ſince that is made with the hands of -men, 
and therefore can never be the circumciſion there 
meant. | ; # 
;5thly, He infers that baptiſm is appointed in 
the room of circumciſion, from their ſignifying 
like things, as original corruption, regeneration, 
or the circumciſion of the heart, Deut. xxx. 6. 
Tit. iii. 5. being ſeals of the covenant of grace, 
Rom, iv, 11. initiating ordinances,. and alike lay- 
ing men under an obligation to put off the body 
of ſin, and walk in newneſs of life, Rom. vi. 4, 6, 
and alſo being marks of diſtinction between church 
members and others, Zzek. xvi. 21. Matt. xvi, 
26. But baptiſm and circumciſion do not ſignify 
the like things; baptiſm ſignifies the ſufferings, 
8 12 Lekeath. 
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death, burial, and reſurrection of Chriſt, which 
circumciſion did not; nor does baptiſm ſignify ori- 
ginal corruption, which it takes not away, nor re- 
generation, which it does not give, but pre-requires 
it; nor is baptiſm meant in the paſſage referred to, 
Tit. iii. 5. nor are either of them ſeals of the 
covenant. of grace, as has been ſhewn already ; ; 
nor initiating ordinances, or what enter perſons into 
a church- ſtate: Fewifh infants were church-mem- 
bers before they were circumciſed ; and perſons 
may be baptized, and yet not members of churches; 
and whatever obligations the one and the other may 
lay men under to live in newneſs of life, this can 
be no proof of the one coming in the room of the 
other. Circumciſion was indeed a mark of di- 
ſtinction between the natural ſeed of Abraham and 
others; and baptiſm is a diſtinguiſhing badge, to 
be wore by thoſe that believe in Chriſt, and put 
him on, and are his ſpiritual ſeed ; but neither of 
them diſtinguiſh church-members from others z the 
paſſages referred to are impertinent. But I pro- 
ceed to conſider. 

The fix:b argument in favour of infant-baptiſm, 
taken from the ſameneſs of the covenant of grace 
made with Jews and Gentiles, of which circumci- 
ſion was the ſeal ; from the ſeal and diſpenſation 
of which, the ems and their children are cut off, 
and the Centiles and their ſced are engrafted in, 
Gal. iii. 14. As xv. 11. Rom. iv. 11. and xi. 15, 
17. in anſwer to which, let it be obſerved—1. 
That the covenant of grace is indeed the ſame in 
one age, and under one diſpenſation, as another; or 
as made with one fort of people as another, whe- 
ther eus or Gentiles ; the ſame bleſſings of it that 
came upon Abraham, come upon all believers, 
Jews or Gentiles; and the one are ſaved by the 
grace of our Lord Jeſus Chriſt, as the other; 
but then 2. The covenant of grace was not — 
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with Abrabam and his natural ſeed, or with all the 
Jews as ſuch; nor is it made with Gentiles and 
their natural ſeed as ſuch; but with Chriſt and 
his ſpiritual ſeed, and -with them only, be they of 
what nation, or live they. in what age they will. 
3. Circumciſion was no ſeal of the covenant of 
grace, nor does Rom. iv. 11. prove it, as has been 
ſhewn already; and therefore nothing can be in- 
ferred from hence with reſpect to baptiſm. 4. The 
root or ſtock from whence the unbelieving Jews 
were cut off, and into which the believing Gentiles 
are ingrafted, is not the covenant of grace, from 
which thoſe who are intereſted in it, can never be 
cut off ; but the Goſpel church-ſtate, from which 
the unbelieving Jews were rejected and left out, 
and the believing Gentiles took in, who partook of 
all the privileges of it, Rom. xi. 17— 25. though 
no mention is made throughout the whole of the en- 
grafture of the children of either; only of ſome be- 
ing broken off thro? unbelief, and others ſtanding 
by faith; and therefore can be of no ſervice in the 
cauſe of infant-baptiſm. 
The ſeventh argument is taken from the extent 
of the covenant of grace being the ſame under 
the New Teſtament, as before the coming of 
Chriſt, who came not to curtail the covenant, and 
render worſe the condition of infants; if they were 
in the covenant before, they are ſo now; no ſpiri- 
tual privilege given to children or others can be 
made void, Rom. Xi. 29. Fer. XXX. 20. to which 
may be replied—1. That the extent of the cove- 
nant as to the conſtitution of it, and perſons in- 
tereſted in it, is always the ſame, having neither 
more nor fewer; but wigh reſpect to the applica- 
tion of it, it extends to more perſons at one time 
than at another ; and is more extenſive under the 
Goſpel · diſpenſation than before, it being applied 
to Gentiles as well as Jews; and with reſpect ” = 
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bleſſings and privileges of it, they are always the 
fame, are never curtailed or made void, or taken 
away from thoſe to whom they belong ; which ate 
all Chriſt's ſpiritual feed, and none elſe, be they 
Jews or Gentiles, But 2. it ſhould be proved that 
the infant-ſeed of believers, or their natural ſeed as 
ſuch, were ever in the covenant of grace; or that 
any fpiritual privileges were given to them as ſuch ; 
or it is impertinent to talk of curtailing the cove- 
nant, or taking away the privileges: of the ſeed of 
believers-—3. It even their covenant-intereſt could 
be proved, which it cannot, that gives no right to 
any ordinance, or to a poſitive inſtitution without 
a divine direction ; there were many who were in- 
tereſted in the covenant of grace, when circum» 
ciſion was appointed, who yet had. nothing to do 
with that ordinance—4. Baptiſm not being allow- 
ed to infants, does not make their condition worſe 
than it was under the former diſpenſation; for as 
then, circumciſion could not ſave them, ſo neither 
would baptiſm, were it adminiſtred 'to them; nor 
was circumciſion really a privilege, but the reverſe z 
and therefore the abrogation of it, without ſub- 
ftituting any thing in its room, does not make the 
condition of infants the worſe ; and certain it is, 
that the condition of the infants of believing Gen- 
tiles, even tho* baptiſm is denied them, is much 
better than that of the infants of Gentiles before the 
coming of Chriſt ; yea, even of the infants of Fews 
themſelves ; ſince they are born of Chriſtian pa- 
rents, and ſq have a chriſtian education, and the 
opportunity and advantage of hearing the goſpel 
preached, as they grow up; with greater clearneſs, 
and in every place where they are. The text in 
Rom. xi. 29. regards not external privileges, but 
internal grace; that in Jer. xxx. 20. reſpects not 

| _. infants, 
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infants, but the poſterity of the Jews ; adult per- 
ſons in the latter day. | 
The eighth argument is taken from the everlaſt- 
ingneſs of the covenant of grace, and runs thus 
i the example of Abraham: and the Iſraelites in 
* circumciling their children according to the 
« command of God, ſhould oblige us to baptize 
& our children; becauſe circumciſion was then a 
« ſeal of the everlaſting covenant, a covenant that 
++ was to laſt for ever, and not ceaſe as the legal 
i ceremonies ; which God hath confirmed with an 
ce oath; and therefore can have ſuffered no altera- 
tion for the worſe in any thing with reſpect to 
<« infants, Gen. vii. 17. Heb. vi. 13, 18. Mic. vii. 
4 18, 20. Gal. iii. 8.” The anſwer to which is—1. 
That the covenant of grace is everlaſting, will never 
ceaſe, nor admit of any alteration is certain; but 
the covenant of circumciſion, which is called an 
everlaſting covenant, Gex. xvii. 7. was only to con- 
tinue during the Moſaic diſpenſation, or unto the 
times of the Meſſiah; and is ſo called for the ſame 
reaſon, and juſt in the ſame ſenſe as the covenant 
of the prieſthood with Fhinehas is called, the co- 
venant of an everlaſting prieſthood, Numb. xxv, 
13.2, Thoꝰ the covenant of grace is everlaſting, 
and whatever is in that covenant, or ever was, will 
never be altered; yet it ſnould be proved there is 
any thing in it with reſpect to infants, and parti- 
cularly which lays any foundation for, or gives 
them any claim and right to baptiſm.— 3. Tho' 
circumciſion was a ſign and token of the covenant 
made with Abraham, and his natural feed, it never 
was any ſeal of the covenant of grace. — And 4. the 
example of Abrabam and others, in circumciſing 
their children according to the command of God, 
lays no obligation upon us to baptize ours, unleſs 
we had a command for their baptiſm, as they had 
for their circumciſion, DI > 
$3075 4 | The 
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The ninth argument is formed thus; © Baptiſm 
< js to be adminiſtred to the ſeed of believers, be- 
<« cauſe it is certainly very dangerous and blame- 
* worthy, to neglect and deſpiſe a valuable privi- 
t lege appointed by God from the beginning, to 
< the offspring of his people.” But it muſt be 
denied, and ſhould be proved, that baptiſm is a 
privilege appointed by God from the beginning, to 
the offspring of his people ; let it be ſhewn, if it 
can, when and where it was appointed by him. 
This argument is illuſtrated and enforced by various 
obſervations; as that ** that ſoul was to be cut off 
that neglected circumciſion ; and no juſt excuſe 
<< can be given for neglecting infant-baptiſm, which 
« js ordained to be the ſeal of the covenant inſtead 
4 of circumciſion :** but we have ſeen already, 
that baptiſm does not come in the room of cir- 
cumciſion, nor is it a ſeal of the covenant of grace; 
and there is good reaſon to be given for the neglect 
of infant-bapriſm, becauſe it never was ordained - 
and appointed of God. Moreover it is ſaid, ** that 
<< the ſeed of believers were formerly under the 
« Old Teſtament, in the covenant together with 
ce their parents; and no one is able to ſhew that 
they have been caſt out under the New, or that 
< their condition is worſe, and their ſpiritual pri- 
“ yileges leſs, under the Goſpel, than under the 
„ law:” but that believers with their natural ſeed 
as ſuch, were together in the covenant of grace un- 
der the Old Teſtament, ſhould not be barely af- 
firmed, but proved, before we are put upon to 
ſhew that they are caſt out under the New; tho' 
this writer himſelf, before in the fxth argument, 
talks of the Zews and their children being cut off 
from the ſeal and diſpenſation of the covenant ; 
which can never be true of the covenant of grace; 
nor .do we think that the condition of infants is 
worle, or their privileges leſs now, than they were 
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before, tho' baptiſm is denied them, as has been 
obſerved already. It is further urged, that * it is 
not to be imagined without preſumption, that 
«© Chriſt ever intended to cut them off from an or- 
dinance, which God had given them a right 
unto;“ nor do we imagine any ſuch thing; nor 
can it be proved that God ever gave the ordinance 
of baptiſm to them. As for what this writer further 
obſerves, that had Chriſt taken away circumciſion 
without ordaining baptiſm in the room of it, for the 
children of believers ; the Fews would have cried 
out againſt it as an excommunication of their chil- 
dren ; and would have been a greater objection 
againſt him than any other; and would now be a 
hindrance of their converſion; and who, if they 
were converted, would have baptiſm or circumci- 
ſion to be a ſeal of the covenant with them and their 
children, it deſerves no anſwer; ſince the clamours, 
outcries, and objections of the Fews, and their pra- 
ctice on their legal principles, would be no rule of 
direction to us, were they made and gave into, 
ſince they would be without reaſon and truth; for 
tho* Chriſt came not to deſtroy the moral law, but 
to fulfil it, Matt. v. 17. yet he came to put an end 
to the ceremonial law, of which circumciſion is a 
part, and did put an end to it ©; the text in Fer. xxx. 
20. reſpects the reſtoration of the Zews in the 
latter day, but not their old eccleſiaſtical polity, 
which ſhall not be eſtabliſhed again, but their civil 
liberties and privileges. 

The tenth argument ſtands thus: “ Children are 
to be baptized under the covenant of grace, be- 
« cauſe all the covenants which God ever made 
« with men, were made not only with them, but 
e alſo with their children ;?? and inſtances are given 
in Adam, Noah, Abraham, Iſaac and Jacob, Levi, 

K Phinebas, 


© Which may likewiſe be an anſwer to the ſame thing hinted 
by the author of the baptiſm of infants a reaſonable fervice, p- 28. 
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Pbinebas, and David. The covenant of works was 
indeed made with Adam and his feed, in which co- 
venant he| was a federal head to his offspring ; but 
the covenant of grace was not made with him and 
his ſeed, he was no federal head in that; nor is that 
made with all mankind, as it muſt, if it had been 
made with Adam and his feed : this is an inſtance 
againſt the argument, and ſhews that all the cove- 
nants that ever God made with men, were not 
made with them and their ſeed ; for certainly the 
covenant of grace was made with Adam, and made 
known to him, Gen. iii. 15. and yet not with his 
ſeed with him; nor can any inſtance be given of the 
covenant of grace being made with any man, and 
his natural ſeed. There was a covenant made with 
Neat and his poſterity, ſecuring them from a fu- 
ture deluge, but not a covenant of grace ſecuring 
them from everlaſting deſtruction; for then it muſt 
have been made with all mankind, ſince all are the 
poſterity of Noah ; and where then is the diſtinction 
of the ſeed of believers and of unbelievers ? Beſides 
Ham, one of Noah's immediate offspring, was not 
intereſted in the covenant of grace. As for the co- 
venant made with Abraham, his fon Iſomael was 
excluded from it, Gen. xvii. 19, 20, 21. and of 
Jaac's two ſons one of them was rejected, Rom. ix. 
IO, 11, 12, 12. and all were not J/rae! that were of 
Iſrael, or of Jacob, ver. 6. The covenant of the 
prieſthood was indeed made with Levi and Phine- 
pas, and their poſterity z and though it is called an 
everlaſting one, it is now made void; nor is there 
any other in its room with the miniſters of the word 
and their poſterity; and yet no outcry is made of 
the children of goſpel- miniſters being in a worſe 
condition, and their privileges leſs than thoſe of the 
prieſts and levites : and as for David, the ſad eſtate 
of his family, and the wicked behaviour of moſt 
of his children, ſhew thar the cavenant of grace was 
not 
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not made with him, and his natural offspring; and 
whatever covenants thoſe were that were made with 
theſe perſons, they furniſh out no argument prov- 
ing the covenant of grace to be made with believers 
and their carnal feed, and ſtill leſs any argument in 
favour of infant · baptiſm . | 

The eleventh argument is; * The feed of be- 
&« lievers ought to be baptized under the covenant 
« of grace, otherwiſe they would be reckoned pa- 
gans, and the offspring of infidels and idolaters, 
<« to whom there is neither a promiſe nor any ſign 
„ of hope; whereas the ſcripture makes a difference, 
calling them holy on account of their relation to 
„the holy covenant, when either their father or 
© mother believe, 1 Cor. vii. 14+, diſciples, As 
„xv. 10. reckoning them among them that be- 
« lieve, becaule of their relation to the houſthold of 
e faith, Mat. xvin. 6. ſtyling them the ſeed of the 
« bleſſed, and their offspring with them, J. Ixv. 
„ 23. accounting them for a generation to the Lord, 
% Pf. xxii. 30. as David lays; who, ver. 10. ob- 
<« ſerves, that God was his God from his mother's 
cc belly; and alſo calling them the children of God, 
% Ezek. xvi. 20, 21. therefore they ought to be 
dedicated to him by that ordinance which he has 
c appointed for that purpoſe. To all which may 
be replied, 1. That the children of believers are by 
nature children of wrath even as others, and are no 
better than others; and were they baptized, they 
would not be at all the better Chriſtians for it. 
Though, 2. It will be allowed that there is a dif- 
ference between the offspring of believers, and thoſe 
of infidels, pagans, and idolaters; and the former 
have abundantly the advantage of the latter, as they 
have a chriſtian education; and conſequently as they 
K 2 are 
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firſt argument of the author of re bapti/m of infants a reaſonble 
ſervice, &C. p. 14+ 
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are brought up under the means of grace, there is 
hope of them; and it may be expected that the pro- 
miſe of God to ſuch who uſe the means will be ac- 
- compliſhed. But, 3. The characters mentioned, ei- 
ther do not belong to children, or not for the 
reaſon given; and thoſe that do, don't furniſh out 
an argument for their baptiſm. Children are faid to 
be holy, born in lawful wedlock, 1 Cor. vii. 14. 
not on account of their relation to the holy cove- 
nant, but on account of the holineſs of an unbeliev- 
ing parent, which ſurely can't be a federal holineſs, 
but a matrimonial one ; the marriage of a believer 
with an unbeliever being valid, or otherwiſe their 
children muſt be unclean or illegitimate, and not 
boly or legitimate. The diſciples in Ads xv. 10. 
are not young children. but adult perſons, the con- 
verted Gentiles ; on whom the falſe teachers would 
have put the yoke of the ceremonial law, and par- 
ticularly circumciſion. The little ones reckoned 
among thoſe that believe in Chriſt, Matt. xviii. 6. 
were not infants in age, but the apoſtles of our 
Lord; who were little in their own account, and in 
the account of others; whom to offend was crimi- 
nal, highly provoking to Chriſt, and of dangerous 
conſequence, The text, I/. lxv. 23. ſpeaks of the 
ſpiritual ſeed of the church, and not of the carnal ſeed 
of believers ; and theſe are the ſame who are ac- 
counted to the Lord for a generation, even a ſpiri- 
tual ſeed that ſhall ſerve him, P.. xxii. 30. and the 
words in ver. 10. are the words not of David, but 
of Chriſt. And the ſons and daughters born to God, 
and whom he calls his children, Ezek. xvi. 20, 21. 
were ſo, not by grace or by covenant, but by crea- 
tion. And from the whole, there is not the leaſt 
reaſon why the children of believers ſhould be de- 
dicated to God by baptiſm ; which is an ordinance 
that never was appointed by him for any ſuch pur- 
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The twelfth argument is; *The ſeed of be- 
lie vers are to be baptized, becauſe church- relation 
belongs to them, as citizenſhip belongs to the 
children of freemen; and it is by baptiſm that 
<« they are firſt admitted into the viſible church 
and there is neither covenant nor promiſe of ſal- 
vation out of the church; for the church of Chriſt 
« js his kingdom on earth, and Chriſt ſays this be- 
6 longs to children, Mark x. 13, 14. In anſwer to 
which, 1. There is a manifeſt contradiction in the 
argument. Church: relation belongs to infants, that 
is, they are related to the church, and members of 
it, and therefore ſnould be baptized; and yet they 
are firſt admitted into the church by baptiſm; what 
a contradiction this! in it, and out of it, related, 
and not related to it, at one and the ſame time.— 
2. Church-memberſhip does not paſs from father 
to ſon; nor is it by birth, as citizenſhip, or the 
freedom of cities; the one is a civil, the other an 
eccleſiaſtical affair; the one is of nature, the other 
of grace; natural birth gives a right to the one, but 
the ſpiritual birth or regeneration only intitles to the 
other.—3. Church-memberſhip gives no right to 
baptiſm, but rather baptiſm to church-memberſhip, 
or however is a qualification requiſite to it; per- 
ſons ought to be baptized before they are church- 
members; and if they are church-members, and 
not regenerate perſons and believers in Chriſt, for 
ſuch may be in a church, they have no right to bap- 
tiſm.—4. To talk of there being no covenant or 
promiſe of ſalvation out of the church, ſmells rank 
of popery. The covenant and promiſe of ſalvation 
are not made with and to perſons as members of 
churches, or as in a viſible church-ſtate, but with 
and to the elect of God in Chriſt, and with perſons 
only conſidered in him ; who have an intereſt in the 
covenant and promiſe of ſalvation, though they may 
not be in a viſible church-ſtate ; and doubtleis 
many are ſaved who never were members of a viſt- 
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ble church.— g. The kingdom cf God in Mark x. 
13, 14. be it the church of Chriſt on earth, or eter- 
nal glory in heaven, only belongs to ſuch perſons 
who are like to little children for their meeknels 
and humility, and freedom from malice and rancor, 
as ver. 15. ſhows. 6. Could infants in age, or the 
ſeed of believers as ſuch be here meant, and the 
kingdom of God be underitood of Chriſt's viſible 
church, and they as belonging to it, it would prove 
more than this writer chuſes; namely, that they 
have a right to all church privileges, and particu- 
larly and eſpecially to the Lord's ſupper. 

The thirteenth argument is ; Children are the 


% lambs of Chriſt's flock and ſheep; and the lambs 


e ought not to be Kept out of Chriſt's fold, nor 
& hindered from the waſhing that is in his blood 
he particularly promiſes to be their ſhepherd ; 
& and his Spirit has declared, that little children 
% ſhould be brought to him under the Goſpel, in 


* 


e the arms, and on the ſhoulders of their parents, 


I. xl. 11. and xlix. 22. Cant. vi. 6. Jobn xxi. 
* 15.” on which may be obſerved—1. That there 
is indeed mention made of the lambs of Chriſt in 
J xl. 11. John xxi. 15. which he gathers in his 
arms, and ordered Peter to feed ; yet not infants in 
age are intended in either places, but adult perſons, 
weak believers, who in compariſon of others, be- 
cauſe of their ſmall degree of knowledge and 
ſtrength, are called /ambs ; and are to be gently and 
tenderly dealt with; and ſuch as theſe are not kept 
out of Chriſt's fold, but are received into it, tho? 
weak in the faith, but not to doubtful diſputations; 
and are fed with knowledge and underſtanding, 
which infants in age are not capable of—2. The in- 
fant-ſeed of believers are no where called the ſheep 
of Chriſt, nor has he promiſed to be the ſhepherd 
of them; let the paſſages be directed to, if it can be, 
where this is ſaid—3. Thoſe who are truly the 


lambs and ſhcep of Chriſt, are not hindred from 
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the waſhing of his blood; tho? that is not to be 
done, nor is it done by baptiſm ; perſons may be 
waſhed with water, as Simon Mag us, and yet not 
waſhed in the blood of Chriſt : Cant. vi. 6. does 
not intend waſhing in either ſenſe z but either the 
" regenerating grace of the Spirit, or the purity of 
converſation, and reſpects not infants at all.—4. 
Nor is it declared by the Spirit of God, that parents 
ſhould bring their children to Chriſt in their arms, 
and on their ſhoulders : the paſſage in J. xlix. 22. 
brought in ſupport of it, ſpeaks of the ſpiritual ſeed 
of the church, and not of the carnal ſeed of believ- 
ers; and of their being brought, not in the arms 
and on the ſhoulders of their natural parents, but of 
the Gentiles; and not to Chriſt, but to the church, 
thro' the miniſtry of the word in the latter day, in 
which the Genti/es would be very aſſiſting. 

The fourteenth argument runs thus: The ſeed 
of the faithful ought to be baptized, becauſe they 
<«« were partakers of all the former baptiſms men- 
* tioned in ſcripture, as the children of Noah in the 
« Ark, 1 Pet. ni. 20. the [/raelites at the Red Sea, 
“ and in the cloud, 1 Cor. x. 1, 2. Exod. xii. 37. 
„ ſeveral children were baptized with the baptiſm 
e of the ſpirit, for ſeveral were filled with the Holy 
„ Ghoſt from their mother's womb ; all the chil- 
<« dren of Bethlehem under two years old, with the 
<« baptiſm of martyrdom, Matt. ii. and many chil- 
* dren with John's baptiſm, ſince he baptized the 
« whole country.” But, 1. It unhappily falls out 
for the cauſe ot infant- baptiſm, that Noah's chil- 
dren in the Ark were all adult and married perſons, 
Ger. vii. 72. That there were children among the 
Ißſraelites when they were baptized in the cloud, and 
in the ſea, is not denied; but then it ſhould be ob- 
ſerved, that they did all eat the ſame ſpiritual meat, 
and did all drink the fame ſpiritual drink, and 
therefore, if this does not give a ſufficient claim to 
infants to partake of the Lord's ſupper, neither will 
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the other prove their right to baptiſm : moreover, 
it any arguments can be formed from this and the 
former inſtance, for the adminiſtration of baptiſm 
under the New Teſtament, they will clearly ſhew, 
that it ought to be adminiſtred by immerſion ; for, 
as in the former, when the fountains of the great 
deep were broke up under them, and the windows 
of heaven were opened -over them, they were as 
perſons immerſed in water; ſo when the waters of 
the Red Sea ſtood up on each ſide, and the cloud 
was over the 1ſraelites, they were as it were over- 
whelmed in water. — 3. Tho” this writer ſays, that 
leveral children were filled with the Holy Ghoſt 
from their mother's womb, yet we read but of one 
that was ſo, Jobn the baptiſt, a very extraordinary 
perſon, and extraordinarily qualified for extraordi- 
nary work, an inſtance not to be mention'd in or- 
dinary caſes ; beſides, it is a rule in logic, a parti- 
culari ad univerſalem non valet conſequentia, from a 
particular to an univerſal, the conſequence is not 
concluſive. Moreover, in what ſenſe John was fil- 
led with the Holy Ghoſt fo early, is not eaſy to ſay ; 
and be it what it will, the ſame cannot be proved 
of the ſeed of believers in general; and could it, it 
would give no right to baptiſm, without a politive 
inſtitution ; it gave no right to hn himſelf. —4. 
That the infants at Bethlehem were murdered, will 
be granted, but that they ſuffered martyrdom for 
Chriſt, will not eaſily be proved: ſince they knew 
nothing of the matter, and were not conſcious on 
what account their lives were taken away.—5. That 
many or any children were baptized with John's 
baptiſm, we deny, and call upon this writer to 
prove it, and even to give us one ſingle inſtance of 
it; what he ſuggeſts is no evidence of it, as that 
the whole country in general were baptized by him, 
who could not be all childleſs ; but I hope he does 
not think, that every individual perſon in the coun- 
try of Judea was baptized by John; it is — 
: X nat 
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that there were many, even adult perſons, that wers 
refuſed by him ; and ſuch as were baptized by him, 
were ſuch as confeſſed their ſins, which infants could 
not do, Matt. iii. 5, 6, 7. and as to the probabi- 
lity of the diſpleaſure of Few parents, ſuggeſted 
if their children had not been baptized by Jobn, 
ſince they were uſed, and under a command of God, 
to bring their children to the covenant and ordi- 
nances of God, Gen. xvii. Deut. xxix. 10, 13. Joel. 
111. 16. it deſerves no regard; ſince whatever pro- 
bability there was of their diſpleaſure, tho? J ſee 
none, there could be no juſt ground for it; ſince in 
the inſtances given, they had the command of God 
tor what they did, for this they had none. 

The fteenth argument is: © *Tis,contrary to 
the apoſtle's practice, to leave any unbaptized in 
ce chriſtian families, for they baptized whole fami- 
„lies when the heads of them believed, as the fa- 
* milies of Lydia, the jailor, and Stephanas ; and 
« *tis evident, that the words, family, and houſ- 
<« hold, in ſcripture, mean chiefly children, ſons, ' 
daughters, and little ones; compare, Exod. i. 1, 
* 7. with Gen. xlvi. 5. and xlv. 18, 19. compare, 
« Sam. xxvii. 3. with Ch. xxx. 6. 1 Tim. iii. 8. 
Gen. xxx. 30. Numb. iii. 15. To which I 
reply, That whatever theſe words ſignify in ſome 
places of ſcripture, tho* in the paſſages mentioned 
they don't chiefly intend new born infants, but 
grown perſons ; it ſhould be proved, that there 
were infants in the families and houſholds that were 
baptized, and that theſe were baptized together with 
the heads of the family ; for it is certain, there are 
many families and houſholds that have no little 
children in them; and as for thoſe that are in- 
ſtanced in, it is not probable that there were any 
in them; and it is manifeſt, that ſuch as were bap- 
tized, were adult perſons and believers in Chriſt. It 


is not evident in what ſtation of life Lydia was, whe- 
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ther married or unmarried, and whether ſhe had 
young children or not; and if ſhe had, it is not 
likely they ſhould be with her, when at a diſtance 
from her native place, and upon buſineſs; it is moſt 
probable, that thoſe that were with her, called her 
houſhold, were her ſervants, that aſſiſted her in her 
buſinefs; and it is certain, that when the apoſtles 
entered her houſe, thoſe that were there, and who 
doubtleſs are the ſame that were baptized, were 
called brethren, and ſuch as were capable of being 
comforted, As xvi. 15, 40. and the jailor's houſ- 
hold were ſuch as had the word of God ſpoken to 
them, and received it with joy, took pleaſure in 
the company and converſation of the apoſtles, and 
believed in God together with him, and ſo were 
adult perſons, believers, and very proper ſubjects 
of baptiſm, Acts xvi. 32, 33, 34. Stephanas is by 
ſome thought to be the fame with the .jailor ; but 
if he was another perſon, it is plain his houſhold 
conſiſted of adult perſons, men called by grace, 
and who were made uſe of in publick work; they 
were the firſt fruits of Achaia, and addicted them- 
ſelves to the miniſtry of the ſaints, 1 Cor. xvi. 191. 
The frxteenth argument is: None that truly 
„ fear God, can ſerioufly and with certainty fay, 
that there were not many infants among the 
ce three thouſand baptized by the apoſtles at once; 
% for the Jes were not content with any ordinan- 
* ces without having their children with them; 
< the apoſtle directs thoſe who were at age to re- 
% pent. but he commands every one of them to 
be baptized, and objects nothing againſt their 
„ children, becauſe as he ſays, the promiſe was 
“ unto them and their children alſo; and this is 
* a plain command for infant- baptiſm to all that 
« will 


f T et this be obſerved, in anſwer to what the author of 


the Capti/n of” infants qa reafunchts Jerance, &c. has advanced in 


p. 43. 
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c will judge impartially.” But,—1. A man that 
carefully reads the account of the baptiſm of the 
three thouſand, having the fear of God before his 
eyes, may with the greateſt ſeriouſneſs and ſtrongeſt 
aſſurance affirm, not only that there were not many 
infants, but that there was not one infant among 
the three thouſand 'baptized by the apoſtles ; for 
they were all of them ſuch as were pricked to the 
heart, and cried out, Men and brethren what ſhall 
we do? they gladly received the word of the Goſ- 
pel, joined to the church, and continued ſtedfaſtly 
in the apoſtle's doctrine, in fellowſhip and in break- 
ing of bread and in prayer; all which cannot be ſaid 
of infants.— 2. What this author ſuggeits agree- 
able to what he elſewhere ſays, that the Jews were 
not pleaſed with any ordinance unleſs they had their 
children with them, 1s without foundation ; what 
diſcontent did they ever ſhew, at a part of their 
children being left out of the ordinance of circum- 
ciſion and no other appointed for them in lieu of 
it? And had they been diſcontented, what argu- 
ment can be formed from it? g. The diſtinction 
between thoſe that were of age, whom the apoſtle 
directed to repent, and the every one of them whom 
he commanded to be baptized, has no ground nor 
reaſon for it, yea is quite ſtupid and ſenſeleſs; and 
even according to this writer himſelf, is a diſtinc- ' 
tion without any difference, ſince the ev:ry one to 
be baptized are ſuppoſed by him to have children, 
and fo to be at age; ſince he adds, and objects 
nothing againſt their children.“ And a clear 
caſe it is, that the ſelf ſame perſons that were ex- 
horted to be baptized, were exhorted to repent, 
and that as previous to their baptiſm; and there- 
fore muſt be adult perſons; for infants are not ca- 
pable of repentance, and of giving evidence of it. 
—4 Thoſe words, ihe promiſe is unto you and to 
your children, are ſo far from being a plain com- 
= | mand 
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mand for infant-baptiſm, that there is not a word 
of baptiſm in them, and much leſs of infant-bap- 
tiſm ; nor do they regard infants, but the poſterity 
of the Jes, who are often called children, tho 
grown up, to whom the promiſe of the Meſſiah, 
and remiſſion of fins by him, and the pouring out 
of the Holy Ghoſt was made; and are ſpoken for 
the encouragement of adult perfons only, to repent 
and be baptized ; and belong only to ſuch as are 
called by grace, and to all ſuch, whether Jews or 
Gentiles. 
The ſeventeenth argument is; The ſeed of be- 
„ lievers ſhould be baptized, becauſe the privileges 
and bleflings which are ſignified and ſealed in 
e baptiſm are neceſſary to their ſalvation, and there 
c js no ſalvation without them; viz. an intereſt 
ein the covenant of grace, the remiſſion of ori- 
85 3 ſin, union with Chriſt, ſanctification of the 
« Holy Spirit, and regeneration, without which 
none can be ſaved, obs iii. 5. The anſwer to 
which is, 1. That the things indeed mentioned are 
neceſſary to ſalvation, and there can be none with- 
out them; but then baptiſm is not neceſſary to the 
enjoyment of theſe things, nor to ſalvation ; a per- 
ſon may have an intereſt in theſe bleſſings, and be 
. ſaved, though not baptized; theſe are things ne- 
ceſſary to baptiſm, but baptiſm is not neceſſary to 
them; and indeed a perſon ought to have an in- 
tereſt in theſe, and appear to have one, before he is 
baptized. Wherefore, 2. Theſe things are not ſig- 
nified in baptiſm, and much leſs ſealed by it; other 
things, ſuch as the ſufferings, death, and the re- 
ſurrection of Chriſt, are ſignified in it; theſe, as 
regeneration, Cc. are prerequiſites unto baptiſm, 
and are not communicated by it; or ſealed up to 
perſons in it; who may be baptized, and yet have 
no ſhare and lot in this matter, witneſs the caſe of 
Simon Magus. | a 
| The 
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The eig hteenth argument is: The children of 
c the faithful ought to be baptized, becauſe this 
% Jays them under ſtrong obligation to ſhun the 
« works of Satan, and many have received much 
« benefit from hence in their youth. Comfortable 
« ſymptoms or ſigns of a work of grace, have ap- 
„ peared very early in ſeveral, tho' perhaps bad 
* company has afterwards corrupted them. Be- 
&« ſides, infant-baptiſm keeps up a general profeſſion - 
« of faith and religion, and makes the word and 
* means of grace of more virtue and efficacy, than 
ce it men had utteriy renounced chriſtianity, and 
« declared themſelves infidels; and further, it lays 
« a powerful obligation on their parents and o- 
& thers, to teach them their duty, which is a main 
end of all the ordinances God has inſtituted, P.. 
& Ixxviii. 5, 6.“ But, 1. Is there nothing beſides 
baptiſm, that can lay perſons under ſtrong obliga- 
tion to ſhun the works of the devil ? Certainly there 
are many things; it fo, then it is not abſolutely 
neceſſary on this account; beſides, tho* the bap- 
tiſm of adult perſons does lay them under obliga- 
tion to walk in newneſs of life, Rom. vi. 4. yet the 
baptiſm of infants can lay them under no ſuch ob- 
ligation as infants, and while they are ſuch, be- 
cauſe they are not conſcious of it, nor can it take 
any ſuch effect upon them.—2. What that much 
benefit or advantage is, that many have received 
from infant-baptiſm, I am at a loſs to know, and 
even what is intended by this writer, unleſs 1t be 
what follows, that ſigns of a work of grace have 
appeared very early in ſeveral, which may be, and 
yet not to be aſcribed to baptiſm ; baptiſm has no 
ſuch virtue and influence, as to produce a work of 
grace in the ſoul, or any ſigns of it; beſides, a 
work of grace has appeared very early in ſeveral, 
and has been carried on in them, who have never 
been baptized at all.— 3. Infant baptiſm keeps up 
no 
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no public or general profeſſion of faith or religion, 
ſince there is no profeſſion of faith and religion made 
in it, by the perſon baptized; nor is it of any avail 
to make the word and means of grace powerful and 
efficacious, which only become ſo by the ſpirit and 
grace of God; and a wide difference there is be- 
tween the diſuſe of infant-baptiſm, and renouncing 
chriſtianity, and profeſſing infidelity ; theſe things 
are not neceſſarily connected together, nor do they 
go together; perſons may deny and diſuſe infant- 
baptiſm, as it is well known many do, and yet not 
renounce the chriſtian faith, and declare themſelves 
infidels.—4. Parents and others, without infant- 
baptiſm, are under ſtrong obligations to teach chil- 
dren their duty to God and men, and therefore it is 
not neceſſary on that account. 
The nineteenth argument is; The ſeed of be- 
« levers are to be baptized, tho' they have not 
* actual faith, ſince Chriſt ſpeaks not of theſe but 
* of adult perſons, Mark xvi. 16. And certain 
« it is, they have as much fitneſs for baptiſm as for 
« juſtification and eternal life, without which they 
« muſt all periſh; the Spirit of God knows how 
« to work this fitneſs in them, as in grown per- 
« ſons; Jeremiah, John the Baptiſt, and ſeveraf o- 
„ thers, were ſanctified from their mother's womb, = 
= Toes 1. 8,9. Ec. $15. EZake i. 15, 44. Jer. 
15. - /. xv. wii. 2. To which may 
be returned for anſwer, 1. That if the text in Mark 
xvi. 16. ſpeaks not of infants but of adult perſons 
only, as it certainly does, I hope it will be allowed 
to be an inſtruction and direction for the baptiſm 
of adult believers, and to be a ſufficient warrant 
for our practice.— 2. If the infants of believers 
have no more fitneſs for baptiſm than they have for 
Juſtification and eternal life, they have none at all, 
ſince they are by nature children of wrath even as 


others; and therefore can have none, but what is 
given 
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given them by the Spirit and grace of God.. 
We diſpute not the power of the Spirit of God, or 

what he is able to do by the operations of his grace 
upon the ſouls of infants; we deny not but that 
he can and may work a work of grace upon their 
hearts, and clothe them with the righteouſneſs of 
Chriſt, and ſo give them both a right and meetneſs 
for eternal life; but then this ſnould appear pre- 
vious to baptiſm ; actual faith itfelf is not ſufficient 
for baptiſm without a profeſſion of it ; the man that 
has it ought to declare it to the ſatisfaction of the 
adminiſtrator, e're he admits him to the ordinance. 
See Adds viii. 36, 37.—4. Of the ſeveral children 
ſaid to be ſanctified from their mother's womb, no 
proof is given but of one, Fob» the Baptiſt, who 
was filled with the Holy Ghoſt from thence, which 
has been conſidered in the anſwer to the fourteenth 
argument; as for Jeremiah, it is only ſaid of him 
that he was ſanctiſied, that is, ſet apart, deſigned 
and ordained in the purpoſe and counſel of God to 
be a prophet before he was born; and is no proof 
of internal ſanctification ſo early. J. xliv. 3. ſpeaks 
of the Spirit of God being poured down not upon 
the carnal feed of believers, but upon the ſpiritual 
ſeed of the church; and P/. viii. 2. is a prophecy 
not of new- born infants, but of children grown 
up, crying Hoſanna in the temple, fee Matt. xxi. 
15, 16. no argument from a particular inſtance or 
two, were there more than they are, is of avail 
for the ſanctification of infants in general; it ſhould 
be proved, that all the infant-ſeed of believers are 
ſanctified by the Spirit of God; for if ſome only, 
and not all, how ſhall it be known who they are? 
let it firſt appear that they are ſanctified, and then 
it will be time enough to baptize them. 

The /wentieth argument is; © The children of 
*© believers are to be baptized, becauſe their right 
to the covenant and church of God is — 

© Irom 
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« from the firſt, much clearer than ſeveral other 
« neceſſary ordinances; there is no expreſs com- 
« mand nor example of womens receiving the 
« Lord's ſupper; no particular cemmand in the 
« New Teſtament for tamily-worſhip, and for the 
e obſervation of the firſt day of the week as a ſab- 
« bath, and yet none dare call them in queſtion 
« and there is no objection againſt infant-baptiſm, 
but the like might formerly have been made a- 
« gainſt circumciſion ; and may now be objected 
«< againſt many other ordinances and commands of 
« God.” To which I reply— r. That with reſpect 
to womens receiving the Lord's ſupper, it is cer- 
tain, that not only they were admitted to baptiſm, 
AA, viii. 12, and became members of churches, 
Ads 1. 14, 15. and iv. 37. and v. 9, 14. 1 Cor. 
xi. 5, 6, 13. and xiv 34, 35. but there is an ex- 
preſs command for their receiving the Lord's ſup- 
per, 1 Cor. xi. 29. where a word is uſed of the 
common gender, and includes both men and wo- 
men; who are both one in Chriſt, and in a Goſpel 
church-ſtate, and have a right to the ſame ordi- 
nances, Gal. ili. 28, —2, As to family-worſhip, that 
is not peculiar to the New Teſtament-diſpenſation, 
as baptiſm is; it was common to the ſaints in all 
ages, and therefore needed no expreſs command for 
it under the New; tho? what elſe but an expreſs 
command for it is Epb. vi. 4? for can children be 
brought up in the nurture and admonition of the 
Lord, without family worſhip? 3. As to the ob- 
ſervation of the firſt day, tho' there is no expreſs 
command for it, there are precedents of it; there 


are inſtances of keeping it, 7obn xx. 19, 26. As 


xx. 7. I Cor. xvi. 1, 2. now, let like inſtances and 
examples of infant - baptiſm be produced if they 
can: tho* no expreſs command can be pointed at, 
yet if any precedent or example of any one infant 


being baptized by 7, or Chriſt, or his apoſtles, 


5 can 
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can be given, we ſhould think ourſelves obliged to 
follow it.—4. That the ſame objections might be 
made againſt circumciſion formerly, as now againſt 
infant-baptiſm, is moſt notoriouſly falſe ; it is ob- 
jected, and that upon a good foundation, that there 
is neither precept nor precedent for infant-baptiſm 
in all the word of God; the ſame could never be 
objected againſt circumciſion, ſince there was ſuch. 
an expreſs command of it to Abraham, Gen. xvii. 

and ſo many inſtances of it are in the ſacred writ- 

ings; let the ſame be ſhewn for infant-baptiſm, 
and we have done—5;. What the other ordinances 

and commands of God are, to which the ſame ob- 

jections may be made as to infant-baptiſm, is not 

laid, and therefore no reply can be made. 

I have nothing more to do, than to take ſome 
little notice of what this writer ſays, concerning the 
mode of adminiſtring the ordinance of ' baptiſm, 
p. 33. We are no more fond of contentions and 
ſtrifes about words, than this author, and thoſe of 
the ſame way of thinking with himſelf can be; but 
ſurely, modeſtly to enquire into, and attempt to 
fix the true manner of adminiſtring an ordinance 
of Chriſt, according to the ſcriptures, and the in- 
ſtances of it; according to the ſignification of the 
word uſed to expreſs it, and agreeable to the end 
and deſign of it; can never be looked upon as a 
piece of impertinence, or be traduced as cavil and 
wrangling. And 

iſt. Since this writer obſerves, that he don't find 
that either the ſacred ſcripture, or the church of 
England have expreſsly determined, whether bap- 
tiſm is to be performed by plunging or ſprinkling, 
but have left the one, and the other, indifferently 

to our choice; I hope he will not be diſpleaſed, 
that we chuſe the former, as moſt agreeable to the 
ſacred writings, and the examples of baptiſm in 


them; as thoſe of our Lord and others in Jordan, 
| M Matt. 
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Alatt. iii. 6, 16. and in Anon, where John was 
baptizing, becauſe there was much water, John iii. 
23. and of the eunuch, Acls vin. 36, 37, 38. and 
as beſt repreſenting the death, burial, and reſur- 
rection of Chriſt, Rom. vi. 4. Col. ii. 12. as well as 
beſt ſuits with the primary ſenſe of the Greek 
word, Barride, baptiz50, which ſignifies to plunge 
or dip. And ; | 

2dly, Since, according to this writer, one mode 
is not mere eſſential to the ordinance than another, 
but a reverential receiving of the ſign; it may be 
aſked, What of this nature, viz. a reverential re- 
ceiving of the ſign, the application of the water to 
the body, ſignifying the ſpiritual application of 
Chriſt and his gifts to the ſoul, can be obſerved in 
an infant when ſprinkled, which is not conſcious 
of what is done to it? 

3dly. Whereas, he ſays, it is not improbable 
but the apoſtles baptized by ſprinkling, ſince ſeve- 
ral were baptized in their houſes, A#7s ix. 17, 18. 
and xvi. 33. and others, in former times, ſick in 
their beds: 1t may be replied, that it is not pro- 
bable that the apoſtle Paul was baptized by ſprink- 
ling, Ads ix. 17, 18. ſince had he, he would have 
had no occaſion to have aroſe in order to be bap- 
tized, as he is ſaid to do, As ix. 18. it is pro- 
bable, that when he aroſe of of his bed or chair, 
he went to a bath in Judas's houſe; or out of the 
houſe, to a certain place fit for the adminiſtration 
of the ordinance by immerſion ; and fince there 
was a pool in the priſon, as Grotius thinks, where 
the jailor waſhed the apoſtles ſtripes, it is more 
probable, that here he and his houſhold were bap- 
tized ; or fince they were brought out of the pri- 
ſon, and after baptiſm brought into the jailor's 
houſe, ver. 33, 34. it is moſt likely, they went 
out to the river near the city where prayer was wont 
to be made, and there had the ordinance __ 
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ſtred to them, ver. 13. As for the baptiſm of ſick 

rſons in their beds, this was not in the times of 
the apoſtles, but in after-times, when corruptions 
had got into the church, and ſo deſerves no regard. 

4thly. In favour of ſprinkling, or pouring wa- 
ter in baptiſm, he urges that it 1s a ſign of the 
pouring or ſprinkling of the Holy Ghoſt, and of 
the blood of Chriſt, Ezek. xxxvi. 25. Heb. xii. 24. 
but it ſhould be obſerved, that baptiſm is not a ſign 
or ſignificative of the ſprin! ling of clean water, or 
the grece of the Spirit in regeneration, or of the 
blood of Chriſt on the conſcience of a ſinner, all 
which ought to precede baptiſm ; but of the death, 
and burial, and reſurrection of Chriſt, which can't 
be repreſented in any other way than by covering a 
perſon in water, or an immerſion of him. 

;thly. * Water in baptiſm, he ſays, is but a ſign 
and ſeal; a little of it is ſufficient to ſignify the 
gifts which Chriſt has purchaſed, as a ſmall quan- 
a tity of bread and wine does in the other ſacra- 
« ment, and as a ſmall ſeal is as much ſecurity as 
<« a larger one.” But as baptiſm is no ſign of the 
things before mentioned, ſo it is no ſeal, as we have 
ſeen, of the covenant of grace, wherefore theſe ſi- 
militudes are impertinent to illuſtrate this matter ; 
and tho” a ſmall quantity of bread and wine is ſut- 
ficient in the other ſacrament to ſignify our par- 
taking of the benefits of the death of Chriſt by faith, 
yet a ſmall quantity of water is not ſufficient to ſig- 
nify his ſufferings and death, with his burial and 
reſurrection, themſelves. And though we don't 
expect benefit from the quantity of the water, yer 
that beſt expreſſes the end and deſign of the ordi- 
- nance. 

6thly and laſtly, he obſerves, that ſprinkling of 
water on the face, a part of the body, is a ſign ſuf- 
ficient for the whole; ſince the nature of the ſoul 


appears more in it, and often in ſcripture ſignifies 
. the 
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the whole man. But be it ſo that it does, ſprink- 
ing water on the face is not a ſufficient ſign tor the 
whole; for this ordinance repreſents a burial, and 
ſprinkling a little water is not ſufficient for that ; 
the ordinance ſo performed cannot be called a bu- 
rial, or a perſon ſaid be buried in it; caſting a little 
earth upon the face of a corpſe, can never be ſuf- 
ficient for its burial, or be accounted one. 

I have now gone through the conſideration of 
the ſeveral arguments of this author, with reſpect 
both to the ſubjects and mode of baptiſm ; ſhould 
he upon reading this anſwer, and after he has con- 
fidered the advice of the wiſe man, Prov. xxvi. 4, 
5. which he propoſes to do, think fit to reply, per- 
haps, upon the like conſideration, a rejoinder may 
be made to what he ſhall hereafter offer. 
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The Diſſenters Reaſons for ſeparating | 


from be Church of England; occa- 
ſioned by a Letter wrote by a Welch 


Clerg yman on the Duty of Catechiz- 


ing Children. Intended chiefly for the 
Uſe of Diſſenters of the Baptiſt D 


nominution in Wales, | 


HERE As Diſſenters from the church of 

England are frequently charged with ſchiſm, 
and their ſeparation is repreſented as unreaſonable, 
and they are accounted an obſtinate and contentious 
people; it may be proper to give ſome reaſons why 
they depart from the Eſtabliſned church; by which 
it will appear that their ſeparation does not ariſe 
from a ſpirit of ſingularity and contention, but is 
really a matter of conſcience with them; and that 
they have that to ſay for themſelves, which will ſuf- 
ficiently juſtify them, and remove the calumnies 
that are caſt upon them; and our reaſons are as fol- 
low: 


I. We diſlike the church of England becauſe of 
its Conſtitution, which is human, and not divine: it 
is called the church of England as by law Eſtabliſhed, 
not by the law of God, but by the law of man: it 
is ſaid to be the beſt conſtituted church in the world, 
but we like it never the better for its being conſti- 
tuted by men: a church of Chriſt ought to be con- 
| 2 ſtituted 
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ſtituted as thoſe were we read of in the Hels of the 
Apoſtles, and not eſtabliſhed by as of parliament ; as 
the articles, worſhip, and diſcipline of the church of 
England be; a parliamentary church we do not un- 
derſtand ; Chriſt's kingdom or church is not of this 
world; it is not eſtabliſhed on worldly maxims, 


nor ſupported by waridly power and policy. 


II. We are not Griafiee that the church of Eng- 
land is a true church of Chriſt, becaufe of the form 
and order of it, which is national; whereas it ought 
to be congregational, as the firſt chriſtian. churches 
were; we read of the church at Jeruſalem, and of 
the hes in Judea befides, ſo that there were 
ſeveral churches in one nation; and alſo of the 
churches of Macedonia, and likewiſe of Galatia, and 
of the ſeven churches of Aa, which were in parti- 
cular cities mentioned; yea of a church in an houſe, 
which could not be national; there were alſo the 
church at Corinth, and ka at Cenchrea, a few 
miles diſtant from it, and a ſea-port of the Corin- 
thians. A church of Chriſt is a congregation of 
men who are gathered out of the world by the grace 
of God, and who ſeparate from it and meet toge- 
ther in ſome one place to worſhip God; and to this 
agrees the definition of a church in the 19th article 
of the church of England, and is this; „ The viſi- 
&« ble church of Chriſt is a congregation of faithful 
men:“ which is againſt herſelf ; for if a congre- 
gation, then not a nation; if a congregation, then 
it muſt be gathered out from others; and if a con- 
gregation, then it muſt meet in one place, or it 
cannot with any. propriety be ſo called; as the 
church at Corintb is ſaid to do, 1 Cor. xi. 18, 20. 
and xiv. 23. but when and where did the church of 
England meet together in one place? and how is it. 
the viſible church of Chriſt ? where and when was it 


ever ſeen in a body together? is it to be ſeen in the 
king, 
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king, the head of it? or in the parliament by whom 
it was eſtabliſhed ? or in the upper and lower houſes 
of convocation, its repreſentatives ? To ſay that it 

is to be ſeen in every pariſh, is either to make a 
building of ſtone the church, which is the ſtupid 

notion of the vulgar people; or to make the pa- 

riſhioners a church; and then there muſt be as many 

churches of England. as there are pariſhes, and ſo 

ſome thoulands, and not one only. 


III. We object to the matter or materials of the 
church of England, which are the whole nation, good 
and bad; yea, inaſmuch as all the natives of Eng- 
land are members of this church, and are ſo by 
birth, they muſt in their original admiſſion or be- 
coming members be all bad; ſince ey are all con- 
ceived and born in ſin, and great part ot them as they 
grow up are men of vicious lives and converſations; 
whereas a viſible church of Chriſt ought to conſiſt 
of faithful men, as the above mentioned article de- | 
clares, that is, of true believers in Chriſt : and ſuck by 
were the materials of the firſt chriſtian churches ; | 
they were made up of ſuch as were called to be 
ſaints, ſanctified in Chriſt Jeſus, and faithful bre- 
thren in him; as were the churches at Rome, Co- | 
rinth, Epheſus and Coloſſe: theſe were churches of a 
ſaints ; but the church of Eng/and is a church of 
the world, or conſiſts for the moſt part of worldly 
men; and therefore we cannot hold communion 
with it. | 
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IV. We are diſſatisfied with the doctrine preach- A 

- ed in the church of England, which generally is very A 
corrupt, and not agreeable to the word of God ; 
and therefore cannot be a true church of Chriſt, 

which ought to be the pillar and ground of truth; q 

for the viſible church ot Chriſt, as the 19th article | 7 

runs, is a congregation of faithful men, in 1be 9 ; 

| Ine 
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the pure word of God is preached; of which pure 
word, the doctrines of grace are a conſiderable part; 
ſuch as eternal election in Chriſt, particular re- 
demption by him, juſtification by his imputed 
righteouſneſs, pardon through his blood, atonement 
and ſatisfaction by his ſacrifice, and ſalvation alone 
by him, and not by the works of men, the efficacy 
of divine grace in converſion, the perſeverance 
of the ſaints, and the like; but theſe doctrines are 
icarce ever, or but ſeldom, and by a very few, 

ached in the church of England: ſince two thou- 
ſand godly and faithful miniſters were turned out 
at once, Arminianiſm has generally prevailed ; and 
ſcarce any thing elſe than Arminian tenets and mere 
morality are preached, and not Chriſt and him cru- 
cified, and the neceflity of faith in him, and ſalva- 
tion by him; wherefore we are obliged to depart 
from ſuch a communion, and ſeek out elſewhere 
for food for our fouls. And though the 39 articles 
of the church of England are agreeable to the word 
of God, a few only excepted, yet of what avail are 
they, ſince they are ſeldom or ever preached, though 
{worn and ſubſcribed to by all in public office? and 
even theſe are very defective in many things: There 
are no articles relating to the two covenants of grace 
and works; to creation and providence; to the fall 
of man, the nature of ſin and puniſhment for it; to 
adoption, effectual vocation, ſanctification, faith, 
repentance, and the final perſeverance of the ſaints ; 
nor to the law of God, chriſtian liberty, church- 
government and diſcipline, the communion of the 
ſaints, the reſurrection of the dead, and the laſt 


judgment. 


V. We diſſent from the church of Exgland, be- 
cauſe the ordinances of baptiſm and the Lord's ſup- 
per are not duly adminiſtred in it, according to the 


word of God, and ſo is not a regular church of 
Chriſt; 
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Chriſt ; for as the above article ſays, (The viſible 
* church of Chriſt is a congregation of faithful 
* men, in the which—the ſacraments be duly mi- 
„ niſtred, according to Chriſt's own ordinance, in 
all thoſe things that of neceſſity are requiſite to 
<« the ſame :”* but the ſaid ordinances are not duly 
adminiſtred in the church of England, according to 
the appointment of Chriſt; there are ſome things 
which are of neceſſity requiſite to the ſame, which 
are not done; and others which are not of neceſſity 
requiſite, which are enjoined, and with which we 
cannot comply. | 

Firſt, the ordinance of baptiſm is not adminiſtred 
in the ſaid church, according to the rule of God's 
word : there are ſome things uſed in the adminiſtra- 
tion of it, which are of human invention, and not 
of Chriſt's ordination ; and other things abſolutely 
neceſſary to it, which are omitted ; and indeed the 
whole adminiſtration of it, has nothing in it agree- 
able to the inſtitution of Chriſt, unleſs it be the bare 
form of words made ule of, I baptize thee in the 
name of the Father, &c. 

1. The ſign of the croſs uſed in baptiſm is en- 
tirely unſcripcural, an human invention, a rite and 
ceremony which the Papiſts are very fond of, and 
aſcribe much unto; and indeed the church of Eng- 
land makes a kind of ſacrament of it, fince the mi- 
niſter when he does it ſays, that it is done © in to- 
ken that hereafter he (the perſon baptized) ſhall 
not be aſhamed to confeſs the faith of Chriſt cru- 
« cified, and manfully to fight under his banner 
«* againſt fin, the world, and the devil, and to 
« continue Chriſt's faithful ſoldier unto his life's 
« end:” this is ſuch an human addition to a divine 
ordinance, as by no means to be admitted. 

2. The introduction of ſponſors and ſureties, or 
godfathers and godmothers, is without any founda- 


tion from the word of God; it is a device of _ 
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and no ways requiſite to the adminiſtration of the 
ordinance * beſides, they are obliged to promiſe that 
for the child, which they cannot do for themſelves, 
nor any creature under heaven; as to renounce the 
devil and all his works, the vain pomp and glory 
of the world, with all covetous defires of the fame, 
and the carnal deſires of the fleſh, ſo as not to fol- 
low or be led by them ; and conſtantly believe God's 

holy word, and obediently keep God's holy will 
and commandments, and walk in the ſame all the 
days of his life. 

. The prayers before and after baptiſm may 
well be objected to, ſuggeſting that remiſſion of ſins 
and regeneration are obtained this way; and that 
ſuch as are baptized are regenerated and undoubt- 
edly ſaved: in the prayer before baptiſm are theſe 
words; © We call upon thee for this infant, that 
Ke coming to thy holy baptiſm, may receive re- 
& miſſion of his fins by ſpiritual regeneration ;** and 
when the ceremony is performed, the miniſter de- 
clares, ** that this child is regenerate, and grafted 
in the body of Chriſt's church ;”” and in the 
prayer after it, he ſays, We yield thee hearty 
„thanks, molt merciful Father, that it hath pleaſed 
ee thee to regenerate this infant with thy Holy Spi- 
&« rit:““ and in the rubric are theſe words; It is 
e certain by God's word, that children which are. 
e baptized, dying before they commit actual ſin, are 
, undoubtedly ſaved; yea in the catechiſm, the 
perſon catechiſed is inſtructed to ſay, that in his 
baptiſm he was made a member of Chriſt, the 
& child of God, and an inheritor of the kingdom 
e of heaven: which ſeems greatly to favour the 
popiſh notion, that the ſacraments confer grace ex 
opere operato, by the deed done. Theſe are things 
which give diſguſt to many diſſenters, that are for 


intant-baptiſm ; but ſome of us have greater reaſons 
than 
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than theſe againſt the adminiſtration of baptiſm in 
the church of England; for, | 

4. The ſubjects to which it is adminiſtred are not 
the proper ones, namely infants; we don't find in 
all the word of God, that infants were commanded 
to be baptized, or that ever any were baptized by 
Jobn, the firſt adminiſtrator of that ordinance, nor 
by Chriſt, nor by his apoſtles, nor in any of the 
primitive churches : the perſons we read of, that 
were baptized in thoſe early times, were ſuch as 
were ſenſible of ſin, had repentance for it, and had 
faith in Chriſt, or profeſſed to have it; all which 
cannot be ſaid of infants; nor can we fee, that any 
argument in favour of infant-baptiſm can be drawn 
from Abrabam*s covenant, from circumciſion, from 
the baptiſm of houſholds, or from any paſſage ei- 
ther in the Old or New Teſtament. Moreover, 

5. We cannot look upon baptiſm as adminiſtred 
in the church of England, to be valid, or true chri- 
ſtian baptiſm; becauſe not adminiſtred in a right 
way, that is by immerſion, but either by ſprinkling 
or pouring water, which the rubric allows of in caſe 
of weakneſs; nor do we underſtand, that it is ever 
performed in any other way, at leaſt, very rarely; 
whereas we have abundant reaſon to believe, that 
the mode of immerſion was always uſed by 7obn 
the baptiſt, and by the apoſtles of Chriſt, and by 
the churches of Chriſt for many ages. 

Secondly, There are many things in the admini- 
ſtration of the Lord's ſupper, which we think, we 
have reaſon to object unto, and which ſhew it to be 
an undue one: and not to take notice of the bread 
being ready cut witha knife, and not broken by the 
miniſter, whereas it is expreſsly ſaid, that Chriſt 
brake the bread, and did it in token of his broken 
body; nor of the time of adminiſtring it at noon, 
which makes it look more like a dinner, or rather 


like a breakfaſt, being taken faſting, than a ſupper 
N 2 whereas 
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whereas to adminiſter it in the evening beſt agrees 
with its name, and the time of its firſt inſtitution 
and celebration; but not no inſiſt on theſe things. 

1. Kneeling at the receiving of it is made a ne- 
ceſſary requiſite to it, which looks like an adoration 
of the elements, and ſeems to favour the doctrine 
of the real preſence ; and certain it is, that it was 
brought in by pope Honorius, and that for the ſake 
of tranſubſtantiation and the real preſence, his pre- 
deceſſor Innocent the IIIA. had introduced; and tho? 
the church of England diſavows any ſuch adoration 
of the elements, and of Chriſt's corporal preſence 
in them; yet inaſmuch as it is notorious that this 
has been abuſed, and ſtill is to idolatry, it ought to 
laid aſide; and the rather, fitting ſhould be uſed, 
ſince it is a table-geſture, and more ſuitable to a 
feaſt, and was what was uſed by Chriſt and his 
apoſtles, and by the primitive churches, until tran- 
ſubſtantiation obtained ; or however ſince kneeling 
at moſt is but an indifferent rite, it ought not to be 
impoſed as neceſſary, but ſhould be left to the li- 
berty of perſons to uſe it or not. 

2. The ordinance is adminiſtred to all that deſire 
it, whether qualified for it or not, and to many that 
live vitious lives and converſations ; yea the miniſter 
when he intends to celebrate it, in the exhortation, 
which in the book of Common Prayer he is directed 
to uſe, ſays; „ unto which in God's behalf I bid 
„ you all that are here preſent, and beſeech you for 
£ the Lord Jeſus Chriſt's ſake, that ye will not re- 
& fuſe to come thereto.” Whereas it cannot be 
thought, that all preſent, every one in a public con- 
gregation, or in a pariſh, are fit and proper com- 
municants ; and there are many perſons deſcribed in 
the word of God, we are not to eat with, 1 Cor. v. 
11, Yet the rubric enjoins, ** that every pariſhioner 
„ ſhall communicate, at the leaſt, three times in 
the year z” and directs, that new married per- 

| « ſons 
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e ſons ſhould receive the holy communion at the time 
of their marriage, or at the firſt opportunity after 
« itz” tho' none ſurely will ſay, that all married 
perſons are qualified for it. 

3. This ſacred ordinance is moſt horridly pro- 
ſtituted, and moſt dreadfully profaned by allowing 
and even obliging perſons, and theſe oftentimes 
ſome of the worſt of characters, to come and par- 
take of it as a civil teſt, to qualify them for places 
of profit and truſt ; whereas the deſign of this ordi- 
nance is to commemorate the ſufferings and death 
of Chriſt, and his love therein, to ſtrengthen the 
faith of chriſtians, and increaſe their love to Chriſt 
and one another, and to maintain communion and 
fellowſhip with him and among themſelves. 

4. This ordinance is ſometimes adminiſtred in a 
private houſe ; which took its riſe from ſaying of 
private maſs, and to ſick perſons, to whom it ſeems 
to be given as a viaticum, or a proviſion for the ſoul 
in its way to heaven, and to two or three perſons 
only, and even in ſome caſes to a ſingle perſon; 
whereas it is a church-ordinance, and ought to be 
adminiſtred only in the church, and to the members 
of it. 


VI. As the church of England has neither the form 
nor matter of a true church, nor is the word of God 
purely preached, and the ordinances of the Goſpel 
duly adminiſtred in it; ſo neither is it a truly organi- 
zed church, it having ſuch eccleſiaſtical officers and 
offices in it, which are not to be found in the word 
of God; and which is another reaſon why we ſepa- 
- rate from it. The ſcripture knows nothing of Arch- 
biſhops and dioceſan biſhops, of archdeacons and 
deans, of prebends, chantors, parſons, vicars, cu- 
rates, Sc. The only two offices in a chriſtian 
church are biſhops and deacons ; the one has the 
care of the ſpiritual, the other of the temporal affairs 
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of the church ; the former is the ſame with paſtors, 
elders, and overſeers; and ſuch men ought to be 
of found principles, and exemplary lives and con- 
verſations; and moreover ought to be choſen by the 


people, nor ſhould any be impoſed upon them con- 
trary to their will; this is an hardſhip, and what we 


cannot ſubmit to ; and it is a reaſon of our ſepara- 
tion, becauſe we are not allowed to chuſe our own 


paſtors. 


VII. The church of England has for its head a 
temporal one, whereas the church of Chriſt has no 
other head but Chriſt himſelf. That our lawful and 


rightful ſovereign king George is head of the church 


of England, we deny not; he is ſo by act of parlia- 
ment, and as ſuch to be acknowledged; but then 
that church can never be the true church of Chriſt, 
that has any other head but Chriſt ; we therefore are 
obliged to diſtinguiſh between the church of England 
and the church of Chriſt. A woman may be, and 
has been head of the church of England, but a wo- 
man may not be head of a church of Chriſt ; ſince 
ſhe is not allowed to ſpeak or teach there, or do any 
thing that ſhews authority over the man, 1 Cor. xiv, 


$4, 35. 1 T7. Ul. 11, 12. 


VIII. The want of diſcipline in the church of 
England is another reaſon of our diſſent from it. In 
a regular and well-ordered church of Chriſt, care is 
taken that none be admitted into it, but ſuch as are 


Judged truly gracious perſons, and of whom teſti- 


mony is given of their becoming converſations; and 
when they are in it, they are watched over, that 
their walk is according to the laws and rules of 
Chriſt's houſe ; ſuch as ſin, are rebuked either pri- 
vately or publickly, as the nature of the offence is; 
diſorderly perſons are cenſured and withdrawn from; 


tics 
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tics after the firſt and ſecond admonition are re- 
jected : but no ſuch diſcipline as this is maintained 
in the church of England. She herſelf acknowledges 
a want of godly diſcipline, and wiſhes for a reſtora- 
tion of it, which is done every Lent ſeaſon, and yet 
no ſtep taken for the bringing of it in: what diſci- 

line there is, is not exerciſed by a miniſter of a 
pariſh, and his own congregation, tho? the offender 
1s of them, but in the biſhop's court indeed, yet by 
laymen ; the admonition is by a ſet of men called 
apparitors, and the ſentence of excommunication 
and the whole proceſs leading to it by lawyers, and 
not miniſters of the word. 


IX. The rites and ceremonies uſed in the church 
of England are another reaſon of our ſeparation from 
it. Some of them are manifeſtly of pagan original; 
ſome ſavour of Judaiſm, and are no other than abo- 
liſhed Jewiſh rites revived z and moſt, if not all of 
them, are retained by the papiſts; and have been, 
and ſtill are, abuſed to idolatry and ſuperſtition. 
Bowing to the caſt was an idolatrous practice of the 
heathens, and is condemned in ſeripture as an abo- 
minable thing, Ezek. viii. 15, 16. Bowing to the 
altar is a relick of popery, uſed by way of adoration 
of the elements, and in favour and for the ſupport 
of tranſubſtantiation, and the real preſence; and 
therefore by no means to be uſed by thoſe that diſbe- 
lieve that doctrine ; and muſt be a hardening of ſuch 
that have faith in it. Bowing, when the name of 
Jeſus is mentioned, is a piece of ſuperſtition and 
will-worſhip, and has no countenance from Phil. ii. 
10. The words ſhould be rendered in, and not at 
the name of Jeſus; nor is it in the name Jeſus, but 
in the name of Feſus, and ſo deſigns ſome other 
name, and not Jeſus, and a name given him after 
his reſurrection, and not before, as the name of Je- 


ſus was at his birth; and beſides ſome are —_— to 
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bow in it, who have no knees in a literal ſenſe to 
bow with, and therefore bowing of the knee cannot 
be meant in any ſuch ſenſe. And as for ſuch cere- 
monies which in their own nature are neither good 
nor bad, but indifferent, they ought to be left as 
ſuch, and not impoſed as neceſſary ; the impoſition 
of things indifferent in divine ſervice as neceſſary, 
as if without which it could not be rightly per- 
formed, is a ſufficient reaſon why they ought not 
to be ſubmitted to: ſuch and ſuch particular gar- 
ments worn by perſons in ſacred office, conſidered 
as indifferent things, may be uſed or not uſed ; but 
if the uſe of thele is inſiſted on as being holy and 
neceſſary, and without which divine worſhip cannot 
rightly be performed, then they ought to be rejected 
as abominable. Nor can we like the ſurplice ever 
the better for being brought in by pope Adrian, 
A. D. 796. The croſs in baptiſm, and kneeling 
at the Lord's ſupper, have been taken notice of be- 
fore. 


X. The book of Common Prayer ſet forth as a 
rule and directory of divine worſhip and ſervice, we 
have many things to object to. 

1. In as much as it preſcribes certain ſtinted ſer 
forms of prayer, and ties men up to the uſe of 
them: we dont find that the apoſtles of Chriſt, and 
the firſt churches, uſed any ſuch forms, nor chri- 
ſtians for many ages; and of whatever ule it can be 
thought to be unto perſons of weak capacities, 
ſurely ſuch that have ſpiritual gifts, or the gift of 
preaching the Goſpel, can ſtand in no need of it, 
and who muſt have the gift of prayer; and to be 
bound to ſuch pre-compoſed forms, as it agrees not 
with the promiſe of the ſpirit of grace and ſupplica- 
tion, ſo not with the different caſes, circumſtances, 
and frames that chriſtians are ſometimes in ; where- 
fore not to take notice of the defectiveneſs of theſe 
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prayers, and of the incoherence and obſcurity of 
ſome of the petitions in them ; the frequent tau- 
tologies and repetitians, eſpecially in the litany, ſo 
contrary to Chriſt's precept in Matt. vi. 7. are ſuf- 
ficient to give us a diſtaſte of them, | 
2. Tho? we are not againſt reading the ſerip- 
tures in private and in publick, yet we cannot ap- 
prove of the manner the liturgy directs unto; 
namely, the reading it by piece-meals, by bits' and 
craps, ſo mangled and curtailed as the Goſpels 
and Epiſtles are: we fee not why any part of ſcrip- 
ture ſhould be omitted; and the order of theſe be- 
ing an invention of a Pope of Rome, and the fixing 
them to mattins and even- ſongs ſmelling ſo rank 
of popery, no ways ſerve to recommend them to 
us: not to take notice of the great impropriety of 
calling paſſages out of Jaiab, Feremiah, Joel, Ma- 
iachi, and the 4s of the apoſtles, by the name of 
Epiſtles : but eſpecially it gives us much uneaſineſs 
to ſee leſſons taken out of the Apocrypha, and ap- 
_ to be read as if of equal authority with the 
| tacred ſcriptures; nay not only out of the books 
of Baruch, Wiſdem, and Ecclęſiaſticus, but out of 
the hiſtories of Tobit, Fudith, Suſanna, Bel and the 
dragon; and ſuch leſſons out of them as contain 
the moſt idle and fabulous ſtories. 

3. The book of common prayer, enjoins the 
reading of the book of Pſalms in the corrupt 
wanſlation of the Vulgate Latin, uſed by the pa- 
piſts; in which there are great omiſſions and ſub- 
ſtractions in ſome places; as every where, the ti- 
tles of the Pſalms are left out, and in all places 
, theſe words Higgaion and Selah, and the laſt verſe 
of H/. Ixxii. and in others, there are manifeſt ad- 
ditions, as in P,. ii: 12. and iv. 8. and Xili. 6, 
and xxii. 1, 31. and xxxix. 12. and cxxxii. 4. 
and cxxxvi. 27. and cxlvii. 8. and three whole 


verſes in Pſ. xiv. whereas nothing ſhould be 5 
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from, nor added to the word of God; ſome ſen- 
tences are abſurd and void of ſenſe, as P/. Iviii. 8. 
and Ixviii. 30, 31. and in others the ſenſe is per- 
verted, or a contrary one given, as in P/. xvii. 4. 
and xviii. 26. and xxx. 13. and cv. 28. and cvi. 


30. and cvii. 40. and cxxv. 3. This tranſlation of 


the P/alms ſtands in the Engl liturgy, and is 
uſed and read in the churches of England. 

4. It directs to the obſervation of ſeveral faſts 
and feſtivals, which are no where enjoined in the 
word of God, and for which it provides collects, 
goſpels and epiſtles to be read: the faſts are, Qua- 
drageſima or Lent in imitation of Chriſt's forty days 
faſt in the wilderneſs, Ember weeks, Rogation days, 
and all the Fridays in the year; in which men are 
commanded to abſtain from meats, which God, 
has created to be received with thankſgiving. The 
feſtivals, beſides the principal ones, Chriſtmas, 
Zaſter and Whitſuntid?, are the ſeveral ſaints days 
throughout the year, which are all of popiſh in- 
vention ; and are either moveable or fixed as the 
popiſn feſtivals be; and being the relicks of po- 
pery makes us ſtill more uneaſy and diſſatisfied with 
them. 

5. Beſides the corruptions before obſerved in 
the ordinances of baptiſm and the Lord's ſupper, 
in the order for the viſitation of the ſick ſtands a 
form of abſolution, which runs thus; And by 
„his (Chriſt's) authority committed to me, I ab- 
4 ſolve thee from a thy fins, in the name of the 
Father, and of the Son, and of the Holy Ghoſt;“ 
which is a mere popiſh device; Chriſt having left 
no ſuch power to his church, nor committed any 
ſuch authority to any ſett of men in it; all that 


the miniſters of Chriſt have power or authority to 


do, is only miniſterially to declare and pronounce, 
that ſuch who believe in Chriſt ſhall receive the re- 


miſtion of ſins, and that their ſins are forgiven 
| them, 
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them, and that ſuch who believe not ſhall be 
damned. 

6. It appoints ſome things merely civil, as eccle- 
ſiaſtical and appertaining to the miniſtry, and to be 
performed by eccleſiaſtical perſons and miniſters, 
and provides offices for them, as, 

1. Matrimony ; which ſeems to favour the po- 
piſh notion of making a ſacrament of it; where- 
as it is a mere civil contract between a man 
and a woman, and in which a miniſter has nothing 
to do; nor do we ever read of any prieſt or 
levite, that was ever concerned in the ſolemniza- 
tion of it between other perſons, under the Old 
Teſtament, or of any [apoſtle or miniſter of the 
word, under the New; not to ſay any thing of 
the form of it, or of the ceremonies attending it. 

2. The burial of the dead; which is a mere 
civil action, and belongs not to a goſpel-minilter, . 
but to the relations of the deceaſed or other neigh- 
bours, friends and acquaintance, Matt. viii. 21, 
22. Acts viii. 2. nor is there any neceſſity for a 
place to be conſecrated for ſuch a purpoſe. Abra- 
ham and Sarah were buried in a cave, Deborah 
under an oak, Jeſbua in a field, Samuel in his 
houſe, and Chriſt in a garden, Gen. xxiii. 9. ard 


xxxv. 8. Joſh. xxiv. 30. 1 Sam. xxv. 1. Jobs. 


xix. 41. nor do the ſcriptures ever make men- 
tion of any ſervice being read, or of any divine 
worſhip being performed at the interment of the 
dead; and was any thing of this kind neceſſary, yet 
we muſt be obliged to object unto, nor could we 
comply with, the ſervice uſed by the church of 
England on this occaſion; we cannot in conſcience 
call every man and woman, our dear brother, or 
our dear fifter, as ſome who have lived vitious lives, 
and have not appeared to have had true repentance 
towards God or faith in Chriſt, have been called; 


or commit their bodies to the ground in ſure and 
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certain hope of the reſurrefion to eternal life; ſince 
we know there will be a reſurrection to damnation 
as well as to eternal life; nor can we give thanks 
to God on account of many, that it has pleaſed 
him to deliver them out of the miſeries of this ſin- 
ful world; nor join in the following petition, 
which ſeems to favour the popiſh notion of praying 
for the dead; beſeeching—that we with all thoſe that 
are departed in the true faith of thy holy name, may 
bave our perfect conſummation and bliſs, both in body 
and foul, &c. FO 


XI. We cannot commune with the church of 
England, becauſe it is of a perſecuting ſpirit ; and 
we cannot think ſuch a church is a true church of 
Chriſt : that the Puritans were perſecuted by it in 
Queen Elizabeth's time, and the Diſſenters in the 
reign of King Charles the ſecond, is not to be de- 
med ; and tho? this ſpirit does not now prevail, 
this is owing to the mild and gentle government 
of our gracious Sovereign King George, the head 
of this church, for which we have reaſon to be 
thankful ; and yet it is not even now quite clear of 
perſecution, witneſs the Teſt and Corporation-acts, 
by which many freeborn Engliſomen are deprived of 
their native rights, becauſe they cannot conform to 
the church of England; beſides, the reproaches and 
revilings which are daily caſt upon us, from the 
pulpit and the preſs, as well as in converſation, 
ſhew the ſame : and to remove all ſuch calumnies 
and reproaches, has been the inducement to draw 
up the above reaſons for our diſſent ; and which 
have been chiefly occaſioned by a late letter on the 
duty of catechy/ing children; in which the author, 
not content highly to commend the church of 
England, as the pureſt church under heaven, but 
refiects greatly on diſſenters, and particularly on 
ſuch whom he calls rebaptizers; and repeats = 
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old ſtale ſtory of the German Anabaptiſts, and their 
errors, madneſſes and diſtractions; and moſt ma- 
liciouſly inſinuates, that the people who now go by 
this name are tinctured with erroneous principks ; 
for he ſays, they ſpread their errors in adjacent 
countries, which are not fully extinguiſhed to this 
day; whereas they are a people that ſcarce agree 
with us in any thing; neither in their civil nor in 
their religious principles, nor even in baptiſm it- 
ſelf ; for they were for the repetition of adult-bap- 
tiſm in ſome caſes, which we are not, and uſed 
ſprinkling in baptiſm, which we do not; the dif- 
ference between them and us, is much greater than 
between the papiſts and the church of England; 
and yet this letter-writter would think it very hard 
and unkind in us, ſhould we rake up all the mur- 
ders and maſlacres committed by Pedobaptiſts, 
and that upon principle, believing that in ſo do- 
ing, they did God good ſervice ; I mean the Papiſts, 
who are all Pædobaptiſts; and yet this might be 
done with as much truth and ingenuity, as the for- 
mer ſtory is told: and beſides, the diſturbances 
in Germany were begun by Pædobaptiſts; firſt by 
the Papiſts before the reformation, and then by 
Lutherans after it, whom Luther endeavoured to 
diſſuade from ſuch practices; and even the diſtur- 
bances in Munſter were begun by Pædobaptiſt mi- 
niſters, with whom ſome called Anabaptiſts joined, 
and on whom the whole ſcandal is laid. But what 
is all this to us, who as much diſavow their prin- 
ciples and practices, as any people under the hea- 
vens ? nor does our different way of thinking about 
baptiſm, any ways tend to the ſame, 
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